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LONDON, OCTOBER 17, 1868. 
ee 

PROCEEDINGS TOOK PLACE before the Lord Mayor, on 
Friday week, which must have surprised all who read of 
them, but which have not, we think, received as much 
attention as they deserve, 

Three weeks previously an information had been laid 
before the Lord Mayor, upon which he had granted, and 
properly granted, summonses against Mr. Richard Stuart 
Lane, Mr. Horace Edward Chapman, and Mr, John 
Helbert Helbert, upon a charge of issuing a fraudulent 
prospectus of the Merchants’ Company (Limited), 
whereby the prosecutor, Mr. Benjamin Moore, was in- 
duced to take shares in the company. The hearing of 
the charge was adjourned from time to time, and ul- 
timately was adjourned for a week, on the applica- 
tion of the defendants, in order to give time for ana- 
dysing certain accounts. It thus came on for hearing 
nthe day in question. On behalf of the prosecutor, 
it was then stated that during the preceding week he 
had, by his own inquiries and the investigation of an 
independent accountant, satisfied himself that the 
statements of the prospectus were true; and that he 
therefore withdrew the charge, and withdrew any im- 
putation against the defendants. In this the defendants 
acquiesced. And this seems to have been all that the 
parties voluntarily brought to the notice of the bench. 
But the Lord Mayor asked some questions about the 
matter, and ascertained, amongst other things, that the 
criminal proceedings before him were not the only pro- 
ceedings taken by Mr. Moore against the defendants— 
an action had also been brought in which Mr. Moore 
claimed to recover the amount which he had invested in 
‘the company, and that claim the defendants had agreed 
to pay him. His attorney is reported to have said that, 
“under the civil action, Mr. Moore’s loss had been made 
good to him, and he had accepted that instead of prose- 
¢euting an action which would ultimately fail, and ren- 
der him liable to a charge of malicious prosecution, 
besides involving him in an expense of £2,090 in ad- 
‘dition to that which he had lost.” And the attorney 
who appeared for two of the defendants is reported to 
dave said, that“ when he became engaged in the case he 
was informed that some honourable arrangement had 
deen made with Mr. Moore, and it was with his advice 
that it was now carried out.” 

As to the original charge, whether it was purely 
frivolous, or whether there was ever any foundation for 
dt, we form no opinion, for the facts have not been 
drought out. But as to the circumstances under which 
the charge was withdrawn the case is very different. 
Two questions immediately arise: first, would the claim 
in the civil action have been paid if the criminal pro- 
ceedings had never been taken, or never abandoned ? 
secondly, would the criminal proceedings have been 
abandoned as they were if the civil claim had never 
been paid? These questions it concerns the charac- 
ter of all the parties that they should answer fully, 
publicly, and at once, 

In the meantime certain lessons may be drawn 
from the case upon any view of it. In the first 































what it used to be. We believe that ten years 
ago if a civil action had been brought against mercan- 
tile men of eminence in the city of London, and at the 
same time a criminal charge preferred with reference to. 
the same transaction, the fact of the criminal charge 
being made would have been an insuperable bar to any 
compromise of the civil action. And it ought to be so 
still, in our judgment. 

Further, we fear that people who think they have 
been misled by directors and promoters of companies, 
will be very apt to suppose that they have now found 
out their remedy. 

Lastly, if ever a case illustrated the necessity for a 
public prosecutor, this case does. Where such an oscur- 
rence as that before the Lord Mayor takes place, it ought 
to be the duty of a public officer to investigate the case, 
and to determine whether the charge should be proceeded 
with or dropped. If he decided to drop the charge, and 
for aught we know he might have done so in this in- 
stance, the accused would have the benefit of standing 
acquitted in public estimation ; the public would know 
that justice had not miscarried. Any appearance or 
suspicion of a charge withdrawn on terms would then 
be an impossibility. 





A CIRCULAR HAS BEEN ISSUED from the Treasury 
pointing out to revenue officers that though, by the Act 
of last session, the Acts which forbade their voting at 
elections have been repealed, yet that the 12 & 13 Will. 
8,¢c. 10, which forbade their canvassing others, under 
heavy penalties, is still in force. The omission to repeal 
this statute seems to be generally regarded asa mcre 
oversight. But this does not appear to us at all neces- 
sarily to be the case. A very clear and reasonable dis- 
tinction may, we think, be drawn between allowing 
voting and allowing canvassing. The suggested danger 
in allowing such persons to vote was that they might 
be too much under the influence of others. The 
danger of allowing them to canvas would be that they 
might exercise undue influence over others, by means of 
their official position. We do not say whether the law 
as it stands is right or wrong, but we think the Lords 
of the Treasury are quite right in saying that “they 
have no reason for assuming that the statute remains 
unrepealed through an oversight of the Legislature.” 





THe BANKRUPTCY LAW AMENDMENT ACT came into 
operation on Monday last; and whatever its actual effects 
may be, the anticipation of those effects, and the desire 
to avoid them, have produced singular results. The rush 
to register deeds in time to escape the Act was some- 
thing extraordinary, as our readers may see for them- 
selves by turning to the gazettes which we publish this 
week. But a short statement of figures will place the 
matter on a clearer light. In the gazette of Friday, 
September 25th, the number of deeds registered wa: 83; 
on Tuesday, September 29th, 71; on Friday, O-tober 
2nd, 75; on Tuesday, October Gth, 95. But on Friday, 
October 9th, the number had risen to 222, and on Tues- 
day, October 13th, to 287. The average, therefore, of 
the two preceding weeks was 162; while in the last 
week of the old system the number was 509. We hope 
the public are right in the view of the Act which these 
facts disclose. 

We pointed out in our last number, that although 
the Act was to come into operation the following 
day, and although general orders seemed essential to 
the working of the Act, yet up to that time no orders 
had been issued, so that there was not much likeli- 
hood of the orders being out in time, And our fears 
proved weil-founded; for the Act came practically into 
operation on Monday, and the orders, though dated 
Monday, were not in the hands of the public till Tues- 
day. In the case of many Acts an oversight of this 
kind might be of very little importance. But in the 
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Act, for example, enacts (Section 3) that no creditor 
shall be reckoned in the computation of the requisite 
majority, unless he proves his debt in the manner, and 
according to the provisions to be prescribed by general 
orders, Much inconvenience must therefore have arisen 
in the case of any deeds presented for registration on 
Monday last, and litigation may follow. Of course Lord 
Chancellors and Bankruptcy Commissioners cannot be ex- 
pected to look after these details in person, but surely 
it must have been somebody’s duty to see that the orders 
were issued in proper time. 

The orders, however, are out at last, and though 
they bear evident marks of hasty preparation, such 
as referring to the Act of 1861, sometimes by its 
proper title, and sometimes as the “Bankruptcy 
Amendment Act, 1861,” still, on the whole, they 
are clear enough, and seem to remove most of the un- 
certainties arising upon the Act itself. The two points 
of most immediate importance with which they deal are, 
the lists of debts and credits to be delivered with the 
deed on behalf of the debtor, and the proof of their 
debts by assenting creditors. Very full and detailed 
forms for the lists are given, founded on those pre- 
viously in use; and they must be accompanied by 
an affidavit, verifying them, of the debtor or some 
other person able to depose thereto. Forms of the 
affidavit are given, and (a very proper provision) if the 
affidavit is made by any person other than the debtor, he 
must add, ‘and I am able to make this deposition be- 
cause’ [stating the circumstances under which the de- 
poent has become acquainted with the affairs of the 
debtor], And it must be recollected that for the future 
compliance with these provisions, so far at least as 
they are enjoined by the Act, will be essential to 
the validity of the deed. Every order for an amendment 
of the lists, with the amendment and verifying affidavit, 
must be delivered to the registrar within four days of 
the date of the order, And notice of the delivery of the 
li-ts, and of any amendment, must be given in the 
Gazette within four days, and in a daily paper circulat- 
ing in the debtor’s neighbourhood within seven days. 

Asto the proof of debts by assenting creditors, two 
modes of proof are provided. First, the creditor may 
himself make an affidavit or declaration of the debt in 
the form given. Or secondly, he may prove by an afii- 
davit, or declaration of a clerk or other person in his 
employment, and corporate bodies may prove by the affi- 
davit or declaration of an agent ; but every such clerk, 
person, or agent must in his affidavit or declaration 
state that he is duly authorised by the creditor or com- 
pany to prove the debt, and that it is within his own 
knowledge that the debt was contracted, and for the 
consideration stated, and that to the best of his krow- 
ledge and belief the debt still remains unpaid. The 
form of the affidavit is given. The affidavit or declara- 
tion is to be left with the Registrar, together with the 
written assent or approval of the creditor, at the same 
time as the copy deed, or at such other time as the 
Court by order may allow, and is to be filed forthwith. 
The saving clause “such other time, &c.,” must, we 
presume, be appealed to on behalf of any deeds regis- 
tered on Monday last. 

As to the examination of the debtor or a creditor, 
under section 5 of the Act, the orders direct that any 
creditor applying for such an examination must prove 
his debt by affidavit or declaration in the form given. 





THE TZimes of last Monday contained a report of a 
case of some general interest decided in the Exeter 
County Court upon the question what is “personal 
luggage.” Most railway companies are under an ob- 
ligation to carry a certain amount of luggage for each 
passenger free of charge. This liability is usually im- 
posed upon a railway company by the Act of Parlia- 
ment which gives the necessary powers for making and 
working it. The obligation is generally to carry a 
certain weight of “personal luggage,” or of “ ordinary 





luggage.” If a passenger takes luggage with him which 
does not fall within the terms “ personal ” or “ ordinary ” 
luggage, and it is lost he cannot recover any compensg. 
tion from the railway company, as they were not under 
any duty to carry it. 

It may well be imagined that it is not always easy 
to decide what is “personal” or “ordinary” luggage, 
In the County Court at Exeter it was held that 
pbotographic apparatus was not “personal luggage,” 
following Phelps v. The London and North Western 
Railway Company (13 W. R. 782), which decided 
that documents and bank-notes carried by the plain- 
tiff in his portmanteau for use in causes in which he 
was engaged as an attorney were not “ordinary luggage.” 
In Cahill v. The London and North Western Railway 
Company (9 W.R. 391) it was held that ‘a box containing 
only merchandise was not personal luggage. In The 
GreatNorthern Railway Company v. Shepherd (21 L. J. 
Ex. 114, 286) it was decided, on the same ground, that 
@ passenger could not recover for the loss of a number 
of ivory handles which were packed up with his luggage.: 
And in Mytton v. The Midland Railway Company (T 
W. R. 737) the sketches of an artist were held not to be 
his “ordinary luggage.” We believe these are the 
principle cases which are to be found upon this question, 
and the decision that a photographic apparatus is not 
personal luggage is quite in accordance with them, It. 
might, however, be worth while to consider, now that 
there is so much talk of railway reform, whether the 
system usually adopted upon continental railways—viz., 
to give compensation for lost luggage at a fixed rate 
according to the weight, irrespective of the nature of the 
articles lost—is not better than our own. 

It is reasonable enough that a railway company should 
not be liable for the loss of articles of great value, as 
jewellery, &c., carried in passengers’ luggage without. 
the compary’s kuowledge, as then they have no means 
of taking extra precautions against loss, nor do they 
receive any consideration for their increased liability in 
such cases. It is, however, difficult to see why there should 
be any restriction, except as to value, in the nature of 
the luggage carried by passengers. It is quite imma- 
terial to the company whether luggage consists of photo- 
graphic apparatus or title deeds, clothes or artist’s: 
sketches. The only interest of the company is to pro- 
tect themselves from an uncertain and what may be a 
heavy liability for the loss of valuable property. The 
best way of accomplishing this object would probably 
be to adopt the plan we have suggested, It would cer- 
tainly be more convenient to passengers, and probably 
would be more beneficial to railway companies, than the 
system now in use, 





ON THE RIGHT OF PROSPECT OVER OPEN 
GROUND. 


The recent decision of Vice-Chancellor Malins in & 
case of Potts v. Smith, 16 W. R. 892, involves in our 
judgment a principle of some interest to owners and 
occupiers of houses in the suburbs of London, and other 
increasing towns, with reference to such persons’ enjoy- 
ment of the light and air derived from open spaces. 
The plaintiff, it seems, had taken a lease of a plot of 
building land, situate in Cromwell-road, Kensington, and 
erected on part of it a house for his own occupation, 
while the remainder of the plot was surrounded by a 
wall seven feet in height, and converted into a garden. 
Ere long the defendant, who was occupier under the 
same lessor of an adjoining plot of land, was minded to 
convert it into a mews, and he ran up a wall along the 
plaintiff’s garden wall, to a height of twenty-three feet, 
thereby shutting out the plaintiff’s prospect in that direc- 
tion over the adjacent ground. Jhis was the injury 
complained of. The plaintiff moved to restrain the 
defendant from allowing the wall in question to remain 
of the height to which it had been carried, and rested his 
case for relief mainly upon the covevant for quiet en- 
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joyment, entered into with him by the lessor, which, as 
04 contended, was binding on the defendant, whose title 
was also derived from the lessor. But the Vice-Chan- 
cellor declined to take this view of the case, and dis- 
missed the bill without costs, adopting what we take to 
be the general opinion, that the usual covenant for quiet 
enjoyment expresses little, if anything, more than is 
implied by the demise itself. It extends in fact only to 
defects in the title of the covenantor (Hunt v. White, 
1¢ W. R. 478), and not to such acts as the interruption 
of the lessee’s prospect by the lessor, or those holding or 
claiming under him. The case accordingly resolved it- 
self into the simple question (it being agreed that there 
was no breach of covenant in the case) whether a man 
has a right by any building he may erect upon his own 
land to interfere with the access of light and air to his 
neighbour’s house, in the absence of any covenant bind- 
ing him expressly or by implication not to do so, or re- 
servation in the deed of grant under which he holds his 
property. F 

The rule of English law on this subject we believe to 
be, that the owner of any plot of land, whether build- 
ing land or not, has, in the absence of covenant or reser- 
vation, an absolute unqualified right to erect what 
puildings he pleases upon the whole or any portion of 
his land, building up to the very extremity of it, if he 
pleases ; nor can he complain when his neighbour exer- 
cises the same right in his own case. If he wishes to 
qualify or restrict his neighbour’s right of building up to 
the edge of his property, he must procure a covenant or 
reservation in that behalf. In short, except by express 
contract, the right of every owner of the soil to build 
up to the edge ef his boundary cannot be restricted as 
ageneral rule. There are of course exceptions to the 
rule in cases of restrictions on building established by 
statutory enactment, particularly in or near towns, and 
near national works of defence. But with these excep- 
tions we need not detain our readers. 

‘‘ Free as air” is a common expression, and yet not 
true as applied to the enjoyment by persons of the air 
(and light) that comes to them across the land of others. 
No man in England has or can have at common law an 
absolute right to any light and air except what come to 
kim from above. To lateral or horizontal air and light 
he is not entitled. This may seem a paradox, yet it 
may pass for an assertion, somewhat broad perhaps, of 
the existing law on the subject. In this respect our law 
‘differs from the civil law, in that the former does not 
recognise the right of prospect as existing or capable of 
acquisition by prescription over the land of another. 
This was held in Aldred’s case, 9 Rep. 586, on the 
ground, according to Wray, C.J., that a prospect isa 
matter of delight and not of necessity. Where you 
desire to retain the enjoyment of the prospect of an open 
space, or the access of light and air to your windows 
from property which is not your own, you must see that 
your right is established by a reservation in your favour, 
or covenant on the part of the owner of the land over 
which your prospect extends, To the operation of 
mutual covenants and reservations of this kind, and not 
to any fancied prescriptive rights of prospect, are we in- 
debted for the squares and open spaces which it is the 
fashion to call the ‘lungs of the metropolis.” Among 
the Romans a servitude of prospect did exist, and any, 
the least, interference with a neighbour’s view was held 
to give him a ground of action. See an allusion to this in 
Cicero De Oratore I. 39. But this is not our law, as we 
have already shown, and we repeat that to prospect—i.e. 
side light and air—a person is not absolutely entitled. 
Though he may have enjoyed for twenty years unin- 
terruptedly the full benefit of the prospect over, and the 
light and air coming from, his neighbour's land, en- 


joyed them because his neighbour has not chosen | 


to build on his land and exclude them, yet at any 
time his neighbour may build up to the line of 
demarcation, and cut off his prospect, partially 
or altogether, and no claim of his to retain . the 





prospect, based on prescripiion only, will be ad- 
mitted. The loss of prospect is a sentimental griev- 
ance only, for which our law affords no rem edy, and 
putting, of course, grants and reservations aside, his 
right of action does not arise until he can show that his 
light and air are seriously interfered with by his neigh- 
bour’s buildings. A serious diminution of the supply of 
light and air to the manifest inconvenience of the plain- 
tiff must be shown, or the Court will not interfere. In 
Back v. Stacey, 2 C. & P. 466, acase tried at the Norfolk 
Assizes, 1826, Best, C.J., told the jury to distinguish be- 
tween partial inconvenience and a real injury to the - 
plaintiff in his enjoyment of the premises, and that there 
must be a substantial deprivation of light sufficient te 
render the house uncomfortable, in order to entitle the 
plaintiff to their verdict. This case has ruled cases of 
its class ever since. It was cited with approval in Dent 
v. The Auction Mart Company, 14 W. R. 709, L. RB. 2 Eq. 
238, and in Caleraft v. Thompson, 15 W. R. 387, Lord 
Chelmsford, €., said that the case had been approved by 
eminent judges, and lifted out of the sphere of a mere 
nisi prius decision. So, too, in Roberts v. Macord, 1 Moo. 
& Rob. 230, Mr. Justice Patteson told the jury that the 
mere use of an open space of land for twenty years, for a 
purpose for which light and air were essential, did not 
preclude the adjoining owner from building on his land 
so as to obstruct the light and air. These and other suck 
cases led to the now universally admitted rule, that the 
Court will not interfere to protect ancient lights except 
where the injury is material. It is enough to refer the 
reader to Clark v. Clark, 14 W. R. 115, L. R.1 Ch. 18, 
and Dent v. The Auction Mart Company. 

We have already seen that the shutting out of a plea- 
sant prospect gives no right of action. From the prin- 
ciple that we are of necessity entitled to none but verti- 
cal light, it follows that no person can claim an absolute 
right either for himself to see out of his property, or for 
others to see into it. In Smith v. Owen, 14 W. R. 422, 
the Court refused to restrain a person from obstructing 
the view of passers-by into his neighbour’s shop, on the 
principle that a man has no positive right to look out of, 
nor have others to look into his windows. A similar 
case was Butt v. Imperial Gaslight Company, 15 W. RB. 
92, L. R. 2 Ch. 158, where the erection of a gasometer 
which impeded the public view of the plaintiff’s signboard 
and workshop was held to be no ground for an injunction. 
To open a window overlooking your neighbour’s grounds 
soas to disturb his privacy, is no ground of action, ac- 
cording to the dictum of Mr, Justice Blackburn in Jones 
v. Tapling, 12 C. B. N. S. 842; and in Attorney-General 
v. Doughty, 2 Ves. Sen. 452, which was a suit to restrain 
the defendants from building a wall so as to intercept the 
prospect from Gray’s-inn-gardens, Lord Hardwicke is re- 
ported to have said, “I know no general rule of law 
which says that building to stop another’s prospect is a 
nuisance. It depends on a particular right—a right, it 
may be observed, depending on grant or covenant, and 
not to be prescribed for.” 





JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 
Part II, 


No important variation in the amount of business in 
the courts of civil jurisdiction, as compared with that of 


1866, is shown on the returns. On the Crown side of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench no record is kept in the 
Crown Office of the number of cases tried, as the triala 
take place at Nisi Prius in London and Middlesex, and at 
assizes ; nor of the number of persons tried ; nor of the 
number acquitted or convicted ; except in cases in which 
judgment is entered up in the Queen’s Bench, and ex- 
cept in cases of fines; nor of sentences, except where 
they are passed by the Court in Banco. In 1867 there 
were 10 persons acquitted and 4 convicted, in which 
cases judgment was entered up in the Queen’s Bench ; 
there was one case in which there was sentence of thre 
months’ imprisonment in Whitecross-street Prison ; and 
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there were four cases, in one of which three persons were | £47,394 16s. 10. All these amounts are less than thog 
fined one shilling each; one (a company) was fined | of the previous year. 


£1,000 ; in one, one person was fined one shilling ; and 
in one, one person was fined £100. The total number of 
proceedings under this peculiar jurisdiction in 1867, 
being applications on writs of mandamus, on quo war- 
ranto, &c., was 266 ; in the year 1866 the number was 
262. The amount of fees received for business done in 
the Crown Office, exclusive of that done for public de- 
partments, was £669 5s. 4d. \ 

In the three superior courts of common law, 127,221 
writs of summons were issued. In 1866 the number 
was 133,160, after 119,097 in 1865 ; the average for the 
s3ven years preceding 1866 was 104,857. Writs of 
capias were issued in 471 cases, as against 533 in 1866. 
To these writs of summons 38,196 appearances were 
entered, and during the year 41,704 judgments were 
entered, and 29,283 executions issued ; the numbers in 
each of the three last cases presented but a slight varia- 
tion from these of the previous year, There were 1,792 
special motions; in 1866 there were 1,562. Appeals 
from the county courts were 11; special cases 67; de- 
murrers 103; appeals from decisions of justices 8; and 
there was one appeal from the decision of a revising bar- 
rister. In 1866 there were 15 of the last-mentioned ap- 
peals; the average for seven years having been 6. Fees 
amounted to the total sum of £80,429 19s, 6d., being 
£1,229 6s. Gd. less than in 1866. 

In the Court of Queen’s Bench the number of bills of 
costs taxed, as between party and party, was 7,650; 
under statute 6 & 7. Vict. c. 73, 164; and under the 
Lands Clauses Act, 95. For the Court of Exchequer the 
number is 8,930, exclusive of bills taxed under the sta- 
tute, exceeding the number in the previous year by 
4,982, For the Court of Common Pleas no return of 
bills taxed is given. 

Continuing with the proceedings of the three superior 
courts, we find there were 480 cases made remanets 
frein 1866, 3,395 cases were entered for trial at West- 
minster, and 1,858 for trial at Nisi Prius at assizes; 


1,242 of these latter were tried, 564 were withdrawn or 


struck out, and 52 were made remanets. These figures 
are slightly in advance of those for 1866. Of the cases 
entered for trial at Westminster, 1,947 were withdrawn 
or struck out, 1,158 were defended, 398 were undefended, 
and 375 were made remanets, 

Rules for a new trial were refused in 137 cases and 
granted in 274; of the latter 110 were made absolute 
and 139 weredischarged. The opinion of the Court was 
divided in 11 cases. Although all these numbers are 
somewhat above the average, they show upon the whole 
no material increase on those of 1866. 

Out of the large number of cases commenced by writ 
or summons, 70 per cent. were undefended, and only 13 
per cent. were entered for trial, and a little over 2 per 
cent. of the whcle number were tried. 

The returns furnished from Judges’ Chambers were 
incomplete in 1866, in consequence of the change in the 
procedure, but they show a large increase of the business 
since 1865. In the latter year 52,821 summonses were 
igsned; in 1867, 68,280; in 1865, 43,366 common orders 
were made, and 14,429 special orders; in 1867 the num- 
bers were 56,666 and 19,068. All other proceedings 
in Judges’ Chambers exhibit a similar marked in- 
crease, 

The return of proceedings into the Court of Error, 
Exchequer Chamber, show that 37 memorandums of error 
uid 60 appeals were lodged; including 40 of the total 
of these two numbers and 23 remanets, 63 were set 
down for argument; of these, 52 were disposed of and 11 
were made remanets or stood for judgment, 

The amount of the Suitors’ Fund of the three 
tnperior courts of common Jaw was on the Istof January, 
1867, £52,644 17s. 5d., and the amount paid in during 
the year was £162,558 188. 4d, making a total of 
£215,203 15s. 9d.; the amount paid out during the 
year was £167,808 183, 11d., leaving a balance of 
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The returns from the 59 county court circuits show 
that 942,181 plaints were issued, being 69,501 morg 
than in 1866. It also appears that 542,560 of the causeg 
so commenced by plaint were determined, 856 of them 
with a jury. In 9,230 cases judgment was for the de. 
fendant, in 9,138 the plaintiffs were nonsuited, and in 
the remainder the judgment was for the plaintiff. There 
were 30,684 warrants of commitment issued, and 8,362 
debtors imprisoned; 159,784 executions were issued, 
and 4,523 sales made. The total amount for which 


} these plaints were entered was £2,194,836, and the 


amount of fees on all proceedings was £311,835. There 
were 14 appeals in 1867, as against 15 in each of the two 
prevfous years. In 1867 637 orders for the protection of 
wives deserted by their husbands were registered a3 
against 616 in 1866, and 470 in 1865. 

Proceedings in equity in the county courts up to the 
81st December, 1867, are not so much on the increase ag 
the sanguine advocates of the recent change in this 
respect in equity proceedings would seem to have antici- 
pated. In the first fifteen months after the Act 28 & 29 
Vict. c. 99 came into operation, namely, from the Ist 
October, 1865, to the 3lst December, 1866, 831 was the 
number of the equitable suits and proceedings in county 
court; but in the twelve months of 1867 they were only 
613. The amount in dispute was, in the earlier period, 
£128,162 ; in the latter it was only £82,622. The 
smaller numbers should be at least four-fifths of the 
larger if the business had continued on the same scale ag 
at its commencement, There were 8 appeals in 1867 as 
against 9 in the previous fifteen months. Proceedings 
in equity in the City of London Court are included in 
county court equity returns, 

In 8 of the 34 local courts of civil jurisdiction no proceed- 
ings took place in 1867. In the 26 in which there were 
proceedings, the number of proceedings commenced varies 
between 2 at Ipswich and 11,789 in London. At Man- 
chester 4,023 writs were issued, and in the Court of Pas- 
sage at Liverpool 3,635 plaints were entered. The total 
number of proceedings in all these courts was 30,035, 
as against 28,844 in 1866. The total business of all 
these local courts exhibits a continued increase. 

There were, in the Lord Mayor's Court of London, 
6,084 actions entered, being an increase of 297 on the 
previous year. Foreign attachments were issued in 
904 cases, being less in number by 120 than in 1866. 

The returns furnished by the registrar of the court of 
the Vice-Warden of the Stannaries show a gradual de- 
crease in all the business of this court, both equity and 
common law, since 1858 down to the present time. 
During the last five of those years there has, however, 
been considerable business under petitions to wind up 
joint-stock companies, and this is the only branch of the 
business of this court which appears to be on the increase. 

Proceedings in bankruptcy in the London district 
court, the country district courts, and the county courts, 
are fully recorded in these returns. There were 
8,994 adjudications of bankruptcy in all these courts 


' in 1867, the number was 8,126 in 1866; in 3,787 


of these adjudications the debts of the bankrupt 
exceeded £300, in 5,207 they were below that 
amount. In 1866 these numbers were 3,506 and 4,620 
The gross amount realised from bankrupts’ estates was 
£583,520, in the year 1866 £730,361 was the sum 
realised, so that in 1867 there was a decrease on this 
item of £146,842. In 1,649 bankruptcies a dividend 
was made, and in 5,876 there was no dividend. Only 
40 bankrupts paid 20s, in the pound, and in 863 cases 
the dividend was under 2s, Gd. The proportion of bank- 
rupts whose estates pay a dividend is on the decrease, in 
1866 those which paid a dividend were 31 per cent, of 
the whole number, in 1867 they were only 28 per cent. 
Of these bankrupts 6,902 obtained their discharge; the 
discharge of 100 was refused, and in the cases of 345 it 
was suspeuded, ‘The number of trust deeds registered 
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within the year was 6,912, being 1,454 more than in 
1866. The gross value of the estates affected by these 
deeds was £8,737,100, being less by £738,000 than in 
1866; the gross amount of unsecured debts was 
£29,642,628. There were 73 appeals from bankruptcy 
decisions, the number in 1866 having been 44; there 
were 27 appeals under trust deeds as against 8 in the 
previous year, and 3 appeals from county courts; in 1866 
there were none of the last class. 

The fees received by the messengers, including de- 

its applied to the payment of bills, amounted 
to £33,435 18s. 9d.; the amount in 1866 was 
£32,835 12s. 10d. The payments amounted to 
£25,010 5s. 4d. Last year they amounted to 
£24,991 16s. 3d. Fees in bankruptcy received by the 
registrars of county courts amounted to £12,981 10s. 5d., 
being more than in the preceding year by £1,343 1s, 5d. 
The payments amounted to £1,438 5s. 11d.; leaving 
£11,554 19s. 4d. as the net remuneration of the regis- 
trars. The fees in bankruptcy received by the high 
bailiffs of the county courts amounted to £15,580 15s, 2d.; 
the payments to £8,682; leaving £6,906 2s. 5d. The 
whole of the expenses of the London and district courts 
of bankruptcy, including salaries, compensations, and 
retiring annuities, amounted to £111,458 8s. 3d, 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
31 & 32 VICTORLE. 

Cap. CVII.—An Act to amend the law relating to the in- 
dorsing of warrants in Scotland, Ireland, and the Chan- 
nel Islands. 

This Act is designed to remove a small but incon- 
venient anomaly in the administration of the criminal 
Jaw. A warrant issued against any person in England 
hy an English magistrate may be backed in Ireland or 
Scotland by a magistrate having jurisdictlon there, and 
so may be enforced there, and vice versa. In the same 
way an English warrant may be backed in the Channel 
Islands, or a Channel Island warrant in England. But 
till now there has been no such comity of nations between 
Ireland or Scotland and the Channel Islands. This Act 
simply supplies the omission. 


Cap. CIX.—An Act for the abolition of compulsory 
church rates. 

Tais Act entirely puts an end to the compulsory pay- 
ment of church rates in England or Wales made after 
the passing of the Act, except where the rates may be 
applicable to other than ecclesiastical purposes, where 
money is due upon the security of any church rates, or 
where, under any local Act, church rates are levied in lieu 
of tithes or of any other charge upon property. Although 
no legal proceedings can hereafter be instituted to re- 
cover any church rate except in the excepted cases, the 
Act does not otherwise affect in any way the machinery 
for making and assessing such rates. The vestries of 
each parish have all their former powers to deal with 
church rates,except as to the recovery of them. 

If any person neglects to pay any church rate for 
which he may be rated he loses all right to inquire into 
tbe way in which such rate may be dealt with, and the 
owner of the premises in respect of which he is rated 
may, after a moath’s default, pay the rate in his stead, 
and will then occupy his place for all purposes relating 
to church rates. 

Truste 8, guardians, and other such persons in occu- 
Fation of premises, are authorised to pay any church 
tate made in respect of such property, if they shall 
think fit, The Act also gives every parish the power to 
Create a body of trustees, consisting of the incumbent 
and two householders or owners or occupiers of land in 
the parish, for the purpose of accepting any contribu- 
tious that may be given to them for the ecclesiastical 
purposes of the parish, 

The object of the Act—viz., the abolition of the 
power to recover church rates by legal process, has been 





accomplished with as little alteration in the former 
state of the law as possible. The first section abolishes 
compulsory church rates, and the subsequent provisions 
are consequences of the change caused by that section 
rather than in themselves substantive alterations in the 
law. 


Cap. CXV.—An Act to amend “ the Sanitary Act, 1866.” 


“The Sanitary Act, 1866” (29 & 30 Vict. c. 90), was 
passed to amend the law relating to public health, and it 
altered in many particulars the Sewage Utilization Act, 
1865, and the Nuisances Removal Acts. One of the chief 
objects of the Sanitary Act, 1866, was to increase the 
powers and duties of the nuisance authorities and the 
sewer authorities, who were empowered to carry out the 
provisions of the Nuisance and Sewage Acts respec- 
tively. 

The Act of the last session amends the Act of 1866 in 
this respect, and increases somewhat further the powers 
of the “ sewer authorities.” The 51st and 54th sections 
of the Public Health Act, 1848, which provide for thecon- 
struction of waterclosets in new houses, and forthe proper 
keeping of drains, privies, &c., are extended to the district of 
any sewer authority in which there is no statute to the like 
effect in force. The sewer authorities are also invested 
with all the powers given to the local board by section 
82 of the Local Government Act, 1858, concerning the 
removal of house refuse and the cleansing of privies, &c. 
Where the sewer authority and the nuisance authority 
are different bodies of men, the jurisdiction of the nuis- 
ance authority is to cease in such district in respect of all 
the above powers now given to the sewer authority. The 
local board or any sewer authority may allow earth-closeta 
to be constructed instead of waterclosets, and they may 
themselves constract earth-closets. 

The Sanitary Act, 1866, provided that on default by 
the local authority to perform their sanitary duties, a 
person might be appointed to perform the same by one 
of the Secretaries of State, and that the authority in 
default should pay the expenses of such work. In addi- 
tion to this it is now enacted that the sum so due from 
the defaulting authority shall be deemed to be expenses 
properly incurred by such authority, and to bea debt 
due from them, and in case of their refusal to pay for 
fourteen days, a summary remedy is given to obtain pay- 
ment of the same out of the local rate. The provisions 
of the Public Health Act, 1848, relating to private im- 
provement expenses are incorporated in this Act, and 
penalties are to be recovered as directed by 11 & 12 Vict. 
c. 43. 

Power is also given to the sewer authority to make 
provision for the temporary supply of medicine and me- 
dical assistance for the poor in the same way as they 
have hitherto had power to provide hospitals under sec- 
tion 37 of the Sanitary Act, 1866. The last section 
directs that the word “owner” in the first part of the 
Sanitary Act, 1866, shall have the same meaning as in 
the second part of the Act. The Act does not extend 
to Scotland or Ireland. 


Cap. CXVI.—An Act to amend the law relating to 
larceny and embezzlement. 


The essence of the crime of stealing or of embezzling 
is the fraudulent taking or retaining of goods or money 
from their true owner, with the intent of converting 
them to the taker’s own use. The law on this subject is 
now almost entirely governed by 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96. In 
order to constitute this crime there must be an owner- 
ship in some person of the things alleged to be stolen 
or embezzled, and this owcership must exist as against the 
person charged with the theft or embezzlement. It has 
been held that a joint tenant or tenant in common of a 
chattel cannot be guilty of these offences as against his 
co-tenant, as each tenant is entitled to the ownership 
and possession of such goods. The result of this has 
been that one partner of a firm has hitherto not been 
criminally liable for the stealing or embezzling of the 








1004 


eee 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Oct. 17, 1868, 








goods or money of the firm. The object of this Act is 
to alter the law in this respect, and it provides that if a 
person being a member of a partnership, or one of two 
or more beneficial owners, shall steal“or embezzle any 
property belonging to such partnership or to such joint 
beneficial owners, he shall be criminally liable as if he 
‘were not a member of such partnership or one of such 
beneficial owners. ; 

The second section of the Act extends the provisions 
of 18 & 19 Vict. c. 126 to cases of embezzlement by 
clerks or servants, This latter Act, whidh “was passed 
to diminish the expense and delay of criminal law, gives 
justices of the peace at petty sessions power to punish 
summarily persons charged with larceny, and it is for 
the future to be read as if the offence of embezzlement 
had been included therein. The Act applies to Ireland, 
but not to Scotland. 


Cap.CXVIL.—An Act toamend the District Church Tithes 
Act, 1865, and to secure uniformity of designation 
amongst incumbents in certain cases, 

The effect of this short Act is that for the future every 
incumbent of a parish for ecclesiastical purposes, nota 
rector, who is entitled to publish banns of marriage, and 
solemnize marriages, churchings, and baptisms, in his 
church, and to take the fees for his own use, 
will be entitled a vicar, and his benefice a vicarage ; 
whereas hitherto there has only been a power in the Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners to make him a vicar. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
APPOINTMENT BY THE CouRT OF TRUSTEES OF TRUST 
DEEDS IN BANKRUPTCY. 
Re Price’s Trust Deed, 16 W. R. 997. 

Every deed to be registered as a trust deed under the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, should contain a power of ap- 
pointing new trustees. In the case before us the pre- 
caution was omitted. We fancy this is often so, inas- 
much as trusts of this nature are not expected to be of 
long continuance, and the desire of making deeds as 
concise as possible, which is so prevalent at the present 
day, leads to the omission of a clause of which the omis- 
sion, in nine cases out of ten, will not be of the slightest 
consequence. In the present case, however, doth the 
trustees died before the estate was wound up, and it be- 
came necessary to appoint new trustees of the deed. The 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, gives no express power to any 
person of appointing trustees of deeds registered under 
that Act; section 197, however, puts the*trustees in the 
position of creditors’ assignees, and it may perhaps be 
inferred that trustees were to be appointed upon vacan- 
cies occurring by a meeting of creditors in the same way 
as a new creditors’ assignee is to be chosen upon the 
death, resignation, or removal of the creditors’ assignee 
under sections 125 and 116 of the Act. Whether this be 
so or not, there were reasons why trustees should not be 
thus appointed, and the executrix of the last surviving 
trustee declined to appoint new trustees under section 
27 of Lord Cranworth’s Act (23 & 24 Vict. c. 145), think- 
ing it, perhaps, doubtful whether the power so conferred 
on her of appointing successors to trustees—“ whether 
«ppointed by the Court of Chancery or otherwise ”’—did 
u0t apply in the present case. This led to a petition 
being presented under the Trustee Act, 1850, and the 
Extension Act, 1852, by a creditor on behalf of himself 
2» d all other creditors for the appointment of new trus- 
tees of the deed under sections 32 and 9 of those Acts 
respectively. The Vice-Chancellor made the order as 
prayed, observing that the Court of Bankruptcy had no 
power of its own of appointing new trustees, and that 
the trustees to be appointed by the Court of Chancery 
would be as much subject to the Court of Bankruptcy as 
their predecessors. As the powers of appointing new 
trustees under the Acts referred to extend to all cases 





where it shall be expedient to appoint new 

doubt of the jurisdiction of the Court can be enter! 

nor can such an appointment be deemed an interferengs 
with the Court of Bankruptcy, inasmuch as that Court 
possesses no powers of the kind, unless a creditor’ 
meeting be summoned, an expensive and often unsatis. 
factory process, The precedent has already been fol. 
lowed by the Master of the Rolls in Re Bache’s Trug 
Deed, 16 W. R. 1078, and bids fair to be followed in ali 
cases where it is expedient that new trustees should be 
appointed of trust deeds registered under the Act of 
1861. ; 


COMMON LAW. 


MARINE INSURANCE—JETTISON—GENERAL AVERAGE— 
LIABILITY OF INSURER. 
Dickinson v. Jardine, C.P., 16 W. R. 1169, 

If goods are thrown overboard in order to save a ves- 
sel from some danger there arises a right on the part of 
the owner of these goods toclaim general average from 
the owners of the ship, freight, and of the rest of the 
cargo—that is, the owner of the goods jettisoned having 
been deprived of his goods for the benefit of the ownersof 
the rest of the cargo and of the ship, is entitled to claim 
from these latter compensation for the loss thus sug 
tained. The owner of the jettisoned goods does not re- 
cover the whole of the value of his goods, as it is but 
right that he, as well as others, should contribute to make 
good the loss, All the owners of ship, freight, and 
cargo, including the owners of the jettisoned goods, pay 
in proportion to the value they had at stake when the 
jettison took place. 

In Dickinson v. Jardine goods had been properly jetti- 
soned, and the ship and cargo had subsequently come 
safe to port, and were therefore liable to a claim of 
general average. The jettisoned goods were insured, 
and their owner (the plaintiff), instead of first claiming 
payment of the general average contribution to which 
he was undoubtedly entitled, and then claiming from 
the underwriters the amount of his actual loss, claimed 
directly from the underwriters the whole value of the 
goods, and contended that it was for the underwriters, 
and not for him, to obtain payment of the general ave- 
rage. The underwriters refused to do this, and argued 
that although they were liable to pay the whole loss 
actually suffered, they were not bound to pay more, and 
that the plaintiff must obtain payment of the general 
average contribution for himself; and that the under. 
writers were only liable for the amount of loss that re- 
mained after deducting the amount so due to the plain- 
tiff, as that was really the amount of his loss. 

It was held by the Court of Common Pleas that the 
plaintiff was entitled to recover directly from the under- 
writers the whole value of the goods, and that it was 
for the underwriters to obtain payment of the general 
average. : 

There seems to have been no reported case in 
the English courts which decided this point, although 
there were several American authorities upon the question. 
Bovill, C.J., cites a passage from Phillips on Insurance, 
to the following effect :—“It is not a condition that the 
assured on goods must claim contribution by the other 
parties for a jettison before he can demand indemnity 
from his underwriters. He may demand it of them in 
the first instance.’ The Court decided in accordance 
with this passage, which now, therefore, correctly states 
the English law on the subject. We believe it has 
generally been the practice in London to consider the 
underwriters in such circumstances as those in Dickinson 
v. Jardine liahle only for the actual loss caused by 
jettison after debiting the owner of the jettisoned goods 
with the amount due for the general average contribu- 
tion. This is, however, quite opposed to the general 
principles of insurance law, and although it may bes 
convenient way of settling accounts between insurers 
and insured, it caa have no legal force unless perhaps 
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an unvarying custom to this effect could be proved. It 
is, however, of course competent to underwriters to in- 
gert in their policies an express stipulation limiting their 
liability in these cases, and there is no legal objection to 
such 9 course. 
ConFLicr oF LAws—CoLLisIon—CoMPuULSORY 
PILoTAGE. 
The “ Halley,’ P.C., 16 W. R. 998. 

This case involved the question whether a plaintiff can 
recover damages in England for an act of the defendant 
abroad, which by English law is not,but by the law there 
prevailing is, actionable. The plaintiffs, in this case 
foreign shipowners, commenced a suit in the Court of Ad- 
miralty for damages for an injury caused to their ves- 
sel by @ collision in Belgian waters with a vessel of the 
defendants. The plaintiffs alleged in their petition a 
collision through the defendants’ negligence. The de- 
fendants answered that their vessel was then under the 
management of a pilot, the employment of whom was 
there compulsory upon them, and that the collision was 
caused solely by the pilot’s negligence. This, of course, 
would, both at common law and by section 388 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 104), be 
a good defence to the plaintiffs’ claim. The plaintiffs 
replied that by the Belgian laws, in force where the col- 
lision took place, the defendants were liable for the neg- 
ligence of their pilot, although his employment was 
compulsory. The case was argued on a motion to strike 
out this clause from the replication. ‘The only question 
really raised was whether the liability of the defendants 
was to be governed by Belgian or by English law. No 
authority was cited on this precise point. Sir R. Phil- 
limore decided that the Belgian law must govern the 
case, and he gave judgment for the plaintiffs. The 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council reversed this 
judgment. They say, “ the question is, whether an Eng- 
lish court of justice is bound to apply and enforce Belgian 
law in a case where, according to its own principles, no 
wrong has been committed by the defendants and no 
right of action against them exists.” The Court then 
pointed out that the courts in England will often in- 
quire into the law of foreign countries, as where con- 
tracts are made abroad. So, also, this may be necessary 
in the case of torts, “as in the case of a collision on an 
ordinary road in a foreign country, where the rule of the 
road enforced at the place of collision may be a necessary 
ingredient in the determination of the question by whose 
fault or negligence the alleged tort was committed.” 
But in this case the plaintiffs wanted to enforce in 
England a claim to damages for an act which, by Eng- 
lish law, subjected the defendants to no liability. The 
Plaintiffs thus sought to give to the Belgian laws an 
extra territorial jurisdiction, which the Court thought 
was contrary to principle, and opposed to the general 
Policy of English law. In the absence, therefore, of any 
authority in the plaintiffs’ favour judgment was given 
for the defendants. 


ALTERATION OF WRITTEN INSTRUMENT BY HOLDER. 
Aldous v. Cornwell, Q.B., 16 W. R. 1045. 

It is commonly laid down in text books that any 
alteration of a written instrument made by the holder 
will vitiate the instrument altogether, and he will be 
Unable to maintain any action upon it, even although 
the alteration does not affect the legal operation of the 
instrument. This rule that has long been assumed to be 
Correct originated in Pigvt’s case (11 Co. 26 b), where 
the law was thus laid down with regard to instruments 
under seal, In Master v. Miller (4 T. R. 320) the prin- 
Ciples of Pigot’s case were applied to a bill of exchange, 
and it has since been generally considered that the dic- 
tum in Pigot's case applies to all written instruments. 

In Aldous v. Cornwell the Court elaborately examined 
all the authorities which bear upon the question of 
the effect of an alteration in an instrument made 





by the holder; which does not purport to change the 
legal effect of the instrument. There is apparently no 
reported case where the dictum in Pigot's case, which 
we have mentioned has been actedon. The Court of 
Queen's Bench decided not to follow this dictum. They 
say, “ This being the state of the authorities, we think we 
are not bound by the dictum in Pigot's case, or by the 
authority cited for it, and not being bound we are cer- 
tainly not disposed to lay it down as a rule of law that 
the addition of words which cannot possibly prejudice 
anyone destroys the validity of an instrument.” The 
facts of this case were as simple as possible. The holder 
of a promissory note added to it the words “ on demand,” 
It was admitted that these words, if read with the note, 
would not in any way alter its legal operation. The de- 
endant contended, on the authority of Pigot’s case, that 
no action could be maintained upon the note by the 
plaintiff who had made the alteration. The plaintiff’s 
argument was that there had been no alteration at all, as 
the added words could not possibly have any effect to 
change the nature of the note. The Court decided for 
the plaintiff, on the principle we have before mentioned, 
and they further say, “It seems to us repugnant to jus- 
tice and to common sense to hold that the maker of a 
promissory note is discharged from his obligations to pay 
it because the holder has put in writing on the note 
what the law would have supplied if the words had not 
been written.” 








COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Bacon.) 
Important decision under the new Act. 


Oct 14.—Mr. Dubois applied for an order directing the 
chief registrar to receive and register a deed, dated the 21st 
September last, and tendered for registration on the 12th inst., 
and which the registrar declined to receive, on the ground 
that the requisites of the Bankruptcy Amendment Act, 1868, 
had not been complied with. He contended that as the Act 
did ‘not take effect until the 11th October it could not apply 
to deeds executed before that day, and tendered for registra- 
tion within twenty-eight days afterwards. On the execution 
of a deed the debtor acquired the right to 28 days for re- 
gistration, observing only the requirements under the Act of 
1861, and the Legislature must have intended that the Act 
should apply only to deeds executed after the 11th of Oc- 
tober. A contrary construction would make the Act take 
effect a month earlier, and the general orders under the 
new Act were not issued until the 12th of October. 

The Commissioner held that he had no power to make 
the order asked for. The Act was in full operation on the 
12th October as to deeds executed before that day. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
Hic Wycomse. 
(Before J. Wuicuam, Esq., Judge.) 
Oct. 13.—Line v. Vanner. 

The Bills of Exchange Act and the first seetion of the County 
Courts Act, 1867. 

The plaintiff, residing at High Wycombe, claimed £10 16s. 
on a bill of exchange. Tho bill had been drawn and 
accepted in London; the acceptor (the defendant) had 
written a letter from London on the subject of the bill. 

Mr. Clark for the plaintiff. 

Mr. George Hall, from the office of Mr. Hicks, of the 
Strand, for the defendant. 

Mr. Hall objected to the jurisdiction of the court on two 
grounds. In the first place, no part of the cause of action 
having arisen within the district of the court, and the de- 
fendant never having resided there, it was witra vires for the 
Court to issue the summons. In the second place, by the 
19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 4, the Bills, of Exchange Act was 
repealed as to county courts so far as sums under £20 were 
concerned, and, therefore, if the Court had power to issue 
the summons at all it had no power to do so under the Bills 
of Exchange Act. He was aware of the order in council of 
July 27, 1863, which provided that the Act should not apply 
























































En a ee ae REET eS ST — 






















1006 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Oct. 17, 1868, 











to sums under £10, but that could not be said to repeal the 
4th section of the 19 & 20 Vict. ¢. 108. 

Mr. Wuicuam held that neither of the objections were 
tenable. The letter written in London was received within 
the jurisdiction of the Court, and such receipt constituted 
part of the cause of action, and entitled the Court to issue 
the summons. With regard to the second objection, the 
order in council overrode the 4th section, and the Court was 
entitled to issue the summons under the Bills of Exchange 
Act. The judgment was for the plaintiff. 

Vide ante 641, as to part of cause of action, and 799 as to 
Bills of Exchange Act. ]} 





LAMBETH. 
(Before J. Prrr Tayitor, Esq., Jud ge.) 
Oct. 13.—Lane v. Denyer. 

Carriers law—The consignee not liable for the costs of carriage 
of goods delivered to him. 

The plaintiff, a common carrier from the central parts of 
London to certain southern suburbs, received a parcel in the 
city for delivery at Kennington. The parcel was delivered, 
and the consignee not being at home at the time, the carriage 
was not paid ; and on the payment being subsequently re- 
fused, this action was brought torecover the amount. With- 
out hearing the defendant, 

Mr. Prrr Taytor said the plaintiff had no right of action 
whatever. The person liable would be the person from whom 
the plaintiff received the parcel. Ifa carrier did not get 
paid on delivery, or the consignee did not in some way 
recognise the transaction, the carrier could not recover from 
him, as there was no contract between the parties. Plaintiff 
must be nonsuited. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Bensamin Tuacxer, of Cheadle, Stafford, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the acknow- 
ledgments of deeds by married women in and for the county 
of Stafford. 

Mr. Ricuarp Mircuett, of Burnley, Lancaster, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the acknow- 
a at of deeds by married women in and for the county 
of Lancaster. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Country Court CommiTra.s. 

Sir,—Mr. Merriman has done exactly what I expected he 
would do; he has made asort of Parthian retreat, shooting 
a poisoned arrow over his shoulder as he flees. I will not 
harrass his rear by an unnecessary pursuit. I will only ask 
you, sir, to permit me to count up the spoils of the con- 
test. 


I said in my first letter, in reply to his assertion at Not- 
tingham about poor people being kept in perpetual imprison- 
ment for inability to pay their debts, that a judge was “ not 
allowed to send a man to prison for being unable to pay, 


unless the debt was contracted fraudulently.” He replied 
by quoting the 9 & 10 Vict., which I afterwards pointed out 
was limited as described by the 22 & 23 Vict. e returns 


to the charge in his second letter, and misquoting my lan- 
guage by leaving out the words relating to the debtor's in- 
ability to pay, says the Act quoted by me upsets my state- 
ment ofthe law. Let us see whether that is so or not. The 
short Act of one clause, the last-mentioned Act, has been put 
into the shape of an official form which must be signed by 
the plaintiff before he can take out a summons for com- 
mittal, and if that form does not completely make out my 
case I will give Mr. Merriman leave to write me down 
whatever he pleases. The following is a copy :— 
No of Plaint, 
In the County Court of ——, Holden at —~. 
Between ? ne plaintiff, 


, defendant. 
I apply for the issue of a judgment summons against the 
suid defendant, and I state that I rely on the following 
ands for obtaining an order of committal of the said de- 
endant ; that is to say :— 
That the defendant contracted the said debt under false 
pretences, or by means of fraud or breach of trust, or with- 





out reasonable expectation of being able to pay the same; 

That the defendant has made a gift or transfer of part of 
his property with intent to defraud his creditors ; 

That the defendant has charged, or removed, or con. 
cealed part of his property with intent to defraud his 
creditors ; . 68 

That the defendant has had, since the judgment wag 
obtained against him, sufficient means and ability to pay 
the sums directed to be paid under the judgment ; 

And I undertake to prove, to the satisfaction of the jud 
at the hearing, that the defendant has been able since the 
es to pay the amount ordered by the Court as it 
Sacsane ue. 

I am aware that if I do not prove the same accordingly 
that I shall have to pay the costs of this summons. 

Dated —, day of ——, 1868. 
———- Plaintiff. 
[To be added where >< weve made by agent.] 

Signed by the said plaintiff before me. 

———-Agent to plaintiff, 

N.B.—The plaintiff must strike out the grounds upon 
which he does not rely. 


To sum up ina few brief sentences. I think I may fairly 
claim as the reeults of this desultory controversy that I have 
proved Mr. Merriman to have in the first instance misstated 
the law, and that on being’ corrected he garbled my 
language, and thus made it appear that I was mistaken. 
With the obvious view of diverting attention from the 
main issue, he talked of the enormous fees taken in county 
courts, and put them down at about six times as much as 
they really are ; and having been convicted of these offences 
by a mere tyro in legal lore, he turns his back and says, 
let me have a gentleman of reputation to discuss with. 

When I wrote my first letter I had no intention to sa; 
another word, not being a professional journalist, but 
could not resist the temptation to expose assertions I 
knew were contrary to fact, and pretentions utterly un- 
founded. In bidding Mr. Merriman farewell I cannot do 
less than compliment himon the ingenuity and alacrity with . 
which he can retreat. Falstaff’s alacrity in sinking was 
nothing in comparison to his in retreating. The electors of 
Southampton know him no more ; Nottingham has lost him; 
and now, alas! I and your readers have to mourn his retire- 
ment from your pages. H. Rocuez. 

Lambeth County Court, 

October 13, 1868. 

[This controversy being now at an end, we cannot let it 
pass without a remark. ‘We admit the letters of correspon- 
dents into our columns with all possible freedom, and we 
leave the combatants in general to take care of themselves. 
But in the present case we must say that Mr. Merriman has 
had reason to complain, as he has complained, of the tone of 
at least one of Mr. Roche’s letters. On the other hand, upon 
the main points in dispute, viz., the judge’s powers of com- 
mittal and the amount of fees, Mr. Roche seems to us to be 
substantially in the right.—Eb. S. J.] 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AMERICA. 
Supreme Court, PHILADELPHIA. 
McClurg’s Appeal. 

A contract not to exercise a particular trade or profession in 
particular localities will be inforced in equity by injunction. 

Appeal from the Court of Common Pleas of Chester 
county in equity. 

serge by Suarswoop, J. 

That contracts restraining the exercise of trade or 4 
profession in particular localities are valid when there isa 
fair and reasonable ground for the restriction, as in the case 
of the sale of the goodwill of a trade or business, when the 
vendor covenants not to pursue the same business within 
certain described limits, is beyond question. The leadin, 
case is Mitchells v. Reynolds 1 P. Wms. 181, in whi 
Parker, C.J., delivered a long and elaborate opinion. 
doctrine has been at rest ever since, as Lord Kenyon declared 
in Davis v. Mason, 5 T. R. 118, in which a bond by a sur- 
geon not to practice within ten miles of the place where 
the obligeo lived was held good, and a similar undertaking 
by an apothecary, not to set up the business within twent 
miles was sustained in Hayward vy. Young, 2 Chitty, 407. 
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The appellee had therefore a clear legal right under his con- 
tract. Ought a court of equity to enforce it by injunction ? 
When Mr. Eden wrote his valuable treatise on the law of 
injunction he stated that he had not been able to find any 
cases in which the court had interfered by that 
to restrain the breach of such a covenant. He 
admits, however, that it may be inferred from Lord Eldon’s 
observations in Crutwell y. Lye, 17 Ves. 335, that there is no 
reasonable objection to the exercise of such a jurisdiction ; 
Eden on Injunctions, 233, 224. In that case, however, there 
was no contract, but merely the sale of a trade, with the 
will, which, without express covenant or fraud, was held 
not to prevent the vendor from setting up the same business. 
Jord Eldon said, ‘A man might stand by and give encourage- 
ment, generating a confidence that he would not engage 
insuch a trade, inducing other persons to involve them- 
selves ; on the ground of which this Court might interpose.” 
If equity would enforce an implied contract within reason- 
able limits, a fortiori they ought to do so in the case of an 
express one. Accordingly, several subsequent decisions both 
in England and America have acted on this principle. 
Harrison v. Gardner, 2 Madd. Ch. Rep. 198, was the case 
of a retiring partner, who, according to the statement of the 
bill, had given an assurance verbally that he would not 
set up in the same line of business in the street in which it 
had been carried on before, or its immediate vicinity. The 
Vice-Chancellor, Sir Thomas Plumer, said, ‘* Suppose there 
was no dispute as to the facts stated in the bill, but that 
they were admitted, it is clear the Court would relieve.” In 
Williams v. Wiliams, 2 Swanst. 253, Lord Eldon granted 
an injunction in a similar case of a retiring partner, where, 
however, there was an express agreement in writing. 
Butler vy. Burleson, 16 Vermont, 176, was like this, a con- 
tract between two practising physicians, and it was enforced 
by —— ‘* Where there is an express covenant,” 
said Williams, C.J., ‘‘and an uncontroverted mischief 
arising from the breach of it, equity will grant an injunction 
to restrain the breach In this case there is an express 
contract. The mischief arising from the breach of it cannot 
be repaired nor can it well be estimated. A suit at law 
would form no adequate remedy, and the damages will be 
continuing and accruing from day to day, and furthermore 
the object of the contract can only be obtained by the 
parties conforming expressly and exactly to its terms. It 
seems, therefore, to be a very proper case for a court of chan- 
cery to enforce the contract by granting an injunction to 
prevent the Lreach of it, according to the acknowledged 
rinciple on which courts of equity act in similar cases.” 
e same doctrine was maintained in Beard v. Dennis, 6 
Indiana, 200. Judge King also recognized it as estab- 
lished in Palmer v. Graham, 1 Parsons, 476, and awarded an 
injunction on the ground of the inadequacy of an action at 
law to give the party aggrieved a full and perfect remedy 
for such a breach of good faith. 

We see nothing to distinguish this from the cases cited. 
It has been objected that the consideration was inadequate. 
Upon that subject Tindal, C.J., delivering the opinion of the 
Court of Exchequer Chamber in Hitcheock v. Coker,6 Ad. & 
El. 438, said: ‘‘If there is no consideration, or a considera- 
tion of no real value, the contract in restraint of trade, 
which in itself is never favoured in law, must either be a fraud 
upon the rights of the party restrained, or a mere voluntary 
contract, nudum pactum, and therefore void. But if by ade- 
quacy of consideration, more is'intended, and that the Court 
must weigh whether the consideration is equal in value to 
that which the party gives up or looses by the restraint 
under which he has placed himself, we feel ourselves bound 
to differ from that doctrine. A duty would thereby be 
imposed upon the Court in every particular case which it 
has no means whatever to execute. It is impossible for the 
Court, looking at the record, to say whether in any particular 
case the party restrained has made an improvident bargain 
or not.” This is not like a bill for the specific performance 
ofan unexecuted contract, where, if the bargain is a hard 
one, or founded on an inadequate consideration, a chancellor 

refuse to interfere, but leave the party to his legal 

remedy. This agreement was fully executed. The appel- 
lant removed, and the appellee on the faith of it gave u 
his practice at the place where he was before established an 

ed in the new neighbourhood. He cannot be put in statu 

Bed mage by va — restore to him be practice he 

» nor could any damages a jury would give be an 

— compensation. ven if it should be a oun which 

would purchase a life annuity equal to his former income, 





that woud not provide for that increase from year to 
year which enlar, experience and widening reputa- 
tion would, in all probability, have insured to him 
had he remained where he was. The appellant has returned 
and established himself within the prescribed limits in vio- 
lation of his agreement. It was said that he did not mean 
to interfere with the appellant's practice; but how can he 
well avoid it if he is called upon by his old patients and 
others? It was with a view to this that the contract stipu- 
lated that he should not establish himself in the practice 
of his profession within twelve miles. This distance was 
doubtless named, because it was considered sufficicnt to 
render the practice in the appellant’s old circle, reaching a 
distance of five or six miles on either side, secure to the ap- 
pellee. We agree with the Court below that such a re- 
straint is not unreasonable, not greater than the appellee's 
protection may require. 
Decree affirmed at the costs of the appellant. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

At a meeting of this society held at the Whittington Club, 
Arundel-street, Strand, on Wednesday evening, with Mr. 
B, Davis in the chair, it was moved by Mr. J. Horton Dyer 
—‘‘ That it is expedient to unite the duties and privileges 
of counsel and attorneys.” 

After a very animated discussion the motion was lost by 
a majority of five. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quvortatron, Oct. 16, 1868. 
[From the Officiat List of the actual business transacted. } 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

3 per Cent. Consols, 94% Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, Nov. 5, 945 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 93 Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct. 21 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 933 Ditto, £500, Do 21 pm 
Do. 3 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Ditto, £100 & £200, 21 pm 
Do. 2§ per Cent., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock, 4 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 244 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 

India Stk., 10§ p Ct.Apr.’74, 215 Ind, Enf, Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 106 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 5§ per Cent., May,’79 IIL 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80 115 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — _ April, ’64— 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. "$8 104 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. 73 106 
Ditto, ditto, Vertificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 25 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 92}| Ditto, ditto, under £100d,25 pm 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. | . |Closing prices 





Betetel and Exeter 





Glasgow and South-Western 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2. 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Origin 1 
Do., West Midland—Oxford 
Do.,do.—Newport 
Lancashire and ~~ 
London, Brighton, and South Coast. 
Lox don, Chatham, and Dover. 
London and North-Western 
London and South-Western 
Manchester, Sheitield, and Lincoin....... - 
Metr Pp litan 
Midland : 
Do., Birmingham and Derby 
North British 
North London 
North Staffordshire 









































© A receives no dividend until 6 per cent, bas been paid to B, 


Monsy Market AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
No very great change in prices of funds or stocks has taken 
during the week; but the markets have been decidedly 
, and the expectation of a revival of business is steadily 
gaining ground. Foreign stocks have improved in consequence 
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of a rise on the Paris Bourse. Railway shares remain with- 

out much change in prices. The demand for money is fair, 

at the former rates, and the supply continues pwnan rg arri- 
e 


vals having been considerable. Bank rate remains un- 
changed. 





REGISTRATION APPEALS.—On Wednesday the number of 
appeals from the decisions of Revising Barristers lodged at the 

mmon Pleas was 11, and it is anticipated that before the 
fourth day of the ensuing Michaelmas Term the list will contain 
nearly 30. Unless the appeals be forthwith lodged and notices 
given, as required by the Registration of Voters Act, the cases 
cannot be decided by the Court before the elections. The first 
case on the list from Manchester will settle the claims of nearly 
6,000 women to be on the register. The Court of Common 
Pleas will appoint sittings for hearing the appeals soon after the 
commencement of Term. 

Court or Sess1on.—Lord Curriehill has resigned his on 
in consequence of impaired health, after an able and assiduous 
discharge of the duties of a judge for 16 years, and after 50 
years in all of ee life. His successor is Mr. George Dun 
das, Sheriff of Selkirkshire, and Vice-Dean of the Faculty of 
Advocates, who was called to the bar in 1826, and hasthe reputa- 
tion of being a profound legal scholar as well as an amiableand 
honourable man. By Act of Parliament the sheriffship of 
Selkirkshire, thus vacant, falls to be conjoined with the sheriff- 
ship of Roxburghshire, which is held by Mr. Oliver Ruther- 
ford, who was called to the bar in 1803, and is now, since 
Lord Brougham’s death, the second oldest, if not the oldest, 
on the roll of the Faculty.—Scotsman. 





GENERAL ORDERS, 
MADE PURSUANT TO 
THE BANKRUPTCY AMENDMENT ACT, 1868, 
31 & 32 Vicr. c. 104. 
The 12th day of October, 1868. 

It is ordered as follows ; that is to say, 

From and after the date of these Orders, and General 
Order bearing date the 22nd day of May, 1862, relating to 
deeds left for registration, and the General Order bearing 
date the 23rd day of July, 1862, shall be and the same are 
hereby rescinded ; and in lieu thereof it is ordered as 
follows : 

1. Together with every deed or instrument left on or after 
the 12th day of October, 1868, at the office of the Chief 

istrar, for the purpose of being registered under section 
192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, and in addition to the 
affidavit or certificate required to be delivered to the 
Chief Registrar under the fifth condition of the said section, 
there shall be delivered to the Chief Registrar a copy of such 
deed or instrument, certified to be a true copy by the at- 
torney or solicitor attesting the execution of the same by 


the debtor, or by some other attorney or solicitor acting | 


on behalf of the party requiring such registration, and also, 
and as nearly as may be in the forms set out in that 
behalf respectively in the schedules, A.1, A. 2, and B. to 
these Orders annexed, a list of the debts and liabilities of 
the debtor, and a statement showing the debtor’s property 
and credits, and the estimated value thereof, as required 
by the Bankruptcy Amendment Act, 1868, and in cases 
of partnership there shall be separate lists and statements 
of the debts and liabilities, property and credits, of the 
partnership and of each partner. 

2. The said list and statement shall be accompanied by 
an affidavit made by the debtor or some other person able 
to depose thereto, verifying the same, which affidavit shall 
be as nearly as may be in the form set out in schedule C, 
to these Orders annexed. 

3. Every Order for leave to add to or amend the said list 
or statement, together with the addition or amendment 
male in pursuance of such Order, and an affidavit made by 
the debtor, or some other person able to depose thereto, 
verifying such addition or amendment, and stating the 
reason why such addition or amendment has been rendered 
necessary, and why the substance thereof was not contained 
in the original list or statement, shall be delivered to the 
Chief Registrar within fourdays from the date of such Order, 
or such further time as the Court shall direct, and every 
such addition or amendment shall show the date of the 
Order allowing the same, and by what Court the Order was 
mide, and the said affidavit shall be as nearly as may be in 
the form set out in Schedule D. to these orders annexed. 

4. The notice required by the 2nd section of the Bank- 
ruptey Amendment Act, 1868, to be given of the leaving of 
such list or statement, and of any amendments or additions 








thereto, shall be published, by the party requiri 
registration, in the London Gazette within fon lan = 
in one or more daily papers circulating in the neighbourhood 
in which the debtor resides or carries on his busi 
within seven —_ after such list or statement, amendment 
or addition, shall have been left with the Chief Registrar, 

5. Any assenting creditor of a debtor executing a deed of 
arrangement under section 192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1861, may prove his debt by affidavit or declaration in the 
forms set out in schedules E. and F. respectively to these 
Orders annexed, and every such affidavit or | Mss. 
shall be left with the Chief Registrar, together with the 
written assent or approval of every such creditor, at the 
same time as the copy deed or instrument directed to be left 
as aforesaid, or at such other time as the Court by order 
may allow, and shall be filed forthwith. 

6. Any assenting creditor of a debtor executing a deed of 
arrangement under section 192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
may prove his debt by the affidavit or declaration of a clerk 
or other person in his employment, and all bodies politic and 
public companies incorporated or authorised to sue or bring 
actions may prove by the affidavit or declaration of an agent; 

rovided that every such clerk, person, or agent shall in 

is affidavit or declaration state, that he is duly authorised 
by the creditor or company to prove the debt, and that it is 
within his own knowledge that the debt was contracted, and 
for the consideration in the affidavit or declaration stated, 
and that to the best of his knowledge and belief the debt 
still remains unpaid and unsatisfied ; and the said affidavit 
or declaration may be in the forms set 2ut in schedules G, 
and H. to these orders annexed, or as near thereto as may 


7. Any person, stating himself in writing to be a creditor 
of the debtor, may personally, or by attorney or agent, 
inspect the said copy deed and the list or statement, and 
every addition or amendment thereto, and the said affidavits 
or declarations of debt and assents by the creditors, upon ap- 
plication at the office of the Chief Registrar, in the form set out 
in schedule J. to these orders annexed, and upon payment to 
the Chief Registrar by bankruptcy stamp, of the fee of one 
shilling for each such application, and may have an office 
copy of or extract from every such copy deed, list, statement, 
addition, amendment, affidavit, or declaration, and assent, 
upon paying for the same at the like rate as for office copies 
of proceedings in bankruptcy. : 

8. A creditor applying for a summons under section 5 of 
the Bankruptcy Amendment Act, 1868, shall prove his debt 
by affidavit or declaration, in the form set out in schedules 
E. and F. respectively to these orders annexed, and such 
proof of debt, together with a written statement of the 
grounds upon which such application is made, shall be filed 
with the proceedings. 

9. In cases where the production of a registered deed, ot 
certified copy thereof, or of any proceedings thereunder, is 
required for the purpose of any sitting to be held, or appli- 
cation to be made, under such deed, the person requiring 
such production, shall give two clear days notice in writing 
to the Chief Registrar at the office in Quality-court, Chan: 
cery-lane, stating the day and hour appointed for such sit- 
ting or application, and the Court or officer before whom it 
is to be held or made, and specifying the documents the pro- 
duction of which is required ; and such court shall have the 
custody of the documents produced until the sitting or appli- 
cation is concluded, wherupon the same shall be transmitted, 
together with any examinations taken, or affidavits used at 
such sitting or application, to the said office in Quality-coutt, 
where the same shall be forthwith filed. 

10. The memorandum of registration required by the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, to be written on the face of every 
deed, on being registered, shall, in addition to the ststement 
of the day and hour at which the same was brought into the 
office for registration, specify under what section of the 
same Act such deed was registered ; and such memorandum, 
together with the other forms given in the 19th of the 
General Orders made under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, shall 
be intituled under the Bankruptcy Amendment Act, 1868, 
as well as the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 

11. A copy of the memorandum of registration written — 
the face of every deed or instrument shall be made on the 
face of the copy of the deed or instrument delivered to the 
Chief Registrar. + 

12. Acreditor of a debtor executing a deed of arrange 
ment under section 187 of the Bankruptcy Amendmée 
Act, 1861, may prove his debt by affidavit or declaration 2 
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these Orders annexed, and the authorised 


. the forms set out in Schedules E. and F. respectively to 


clerk, servant, or 


agent of a creditor or company may prove the debt of such 


creditor or company in 
uch affidavit or declaration shall be filed 


pounds an 


the forms set out in Schedules G. 
. and H. to these Orders annexed, or as near as may be, and 


with the proceed- 


Carrns, C. 
Epwp. Hotroyp, Senior Commissioner. 
Tuos. Ewine Winstow. 
Jamis Bacon. 


SCHEDULES To tue Forrcome Onpens. 
SCHEDULE A. (1.) 

Tue Bankruptcy AMENDMENT Act, 1868. 

Form of the list to be delivered to the Chief Registrar, pursuant to Section 1 of the Act. 

A List paving the debts and liabilities of [here insert name, description, and residence of debtor], amounting to Ten 


upwards, and the times when such debts and liabilities were contracted or incur and 
tions for the same; and the names, residences, and occupations of his [or “their ’’] 


amounts due to them ; and the securities held by them, and the estimated value of such securities. 


ings four days before the Court by Order makes a declara- 
tion of the complete execution of such deed. 


the considera- 
creditors, and the respective 





Secured. 


Unsecured. 





Names, Residences, 
and Occupations of the 
Creditors. 


Value or 
estimated 
value of the 
security to 
be deducted. 


Nature of Security and 
Date when given. 


Time when the Debt 
or Liability was 
gontracted. 


¢ 


Consideration 
for the debt or 
Nature of Lia- 

bility. 





Anderson, Jno, 5, 
Fore-street, Lon- 
don, brushmaker. 


£ 


8. d. 
450 00 


} Mortgage dated 1st 


July, 1868, of two 
Freehold Houses 


Ist April, 1868. 


Money lent. 


S2e6 SRESSSsseksas S85 


at Hendon, for se- 
curing £600. The 
estimated value of 
the security is 
£450. 


Hopkinson, Jo- _ _ Between 4th 

seph, 65, Corn- June, 1864, and 
hill, London, je- . 6th October, 
weller. 1868. 


Watson, Henry, 
45, Strand, Lon- 
don, grocer. 


12th August,1867.| Indorsement 
of Bill of 


Exchange. 
Amount of debts* of creditors <£ 
assenting . ... . . . 21,300 
fthsrequired . . .. . . 18,000 


£3,300 





























No. of Creditors . . 36 
Assenting . . 20 


£ 
Amount of debts* . })24,000 
Not assenting . 16 6,000 
3 
36 


3ths £18,000 


SCHEDULE A (2). 

A list showing the debts and liabilities of the above-named [debtor] under ten pounds, and the times when such debts and 

liabilities were contracted or incurred, and the eonsiderations for the same ; and the names, residences and occupations 

of his creditots, and the respective amounts due to them, and the securities held by them, and the estimated value of 
‘such securities. 





Secured. Unsecured. 





Consideration for 
Value or esti- the Debt 


mated Value 
of the 
security to 
be deducted. 


Time when Debt or 


Nature of Security and 
Liability contracted. 


Names, Residences, and 
Occupations of the Date when given. 


or Nature of 





& 8. d, 


4th June, 1868. | Goods sold. 


Smith, James, 200, 
London Wall, 
tailor. 

Robinson, Henry, 10th July, 1860. | Money lent. 
1, Lime Street, 
Gravesend, baker. 


Jones, Samuel, 150, 


cery Lane, 
law writer. 


Between 25th | Work done. 
Marchand 25th 
April, 1868. 


























Number of Creditors é i 22 Amount of Debts ° £112 18 6 





* Computing only the amount due after deducting the value of securities held on the debtor's property. 
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SCHEDULE B. 
Tue Banxrurtcy AMENDMENT Act, 1868. 

Form of the Statement to be delivered to the Chief Registrar, 

pursuant to Section 1 of the Act. 

Statement of Property and credits of (A. B.) of —— on 
the day of 186—, being the date of the execu- 
tion by him of a deed of arrangement for the benefit of 
his creditors, 


Charges and |Estimated Val. 
Incumbrances.| less Amount 
of — 


a 
Incumbrances. 


alae Sali 

Freehold, copyhold, and leasehold 
property, with local description, 
names of tenants, and annual 
rent of the BAM ..........ccecee0e 

Reversionary or expectant inte- 
rests in real estate 

Cash, bills uf exchange, promis- 
sory notes, or securities of any 
ng SS Tae nee 

Book dete... <...0 scoccccce ssecevces 

Hoasehold goods, furniture, and 
household effects 

Stock in trade 

Income arising from salaries, 
fees, annuities, pensions, or 
other emoluments . 

Policies of insurance on the life 
of the above-named (A. B.) or 
in which he has any interest ... 

Personal property of any other 
description, in possession 

Reversionary or expectant inte- 
rests in personal estate of any 
OOOTRIEMIR. 5 ancy spoeiincesspiocase 








SCHEDULE C, 
Tue Bankruptcy AMEND MENT Act, 1868. 
Afidavit verifying List and Statement under Section 1. 
I, A. B., of —— make oath and say as follows :—I have 
read the list and statement now produced to me, and marked 
[M.] and [N.] respectively, and I say that the said list con- 


tains to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief a 
full, true, and accurate account of my debts and liabilities of 


every kind [or,if made by any other person, “ of the debts and 
liabilities of,” here insert name and description of the debtor], 
and the times when such debts and liabilities were con- 
tracted or incurred, and the considerations for the same, the 
names, residences, and occupationsof my [or “his ’’] creditors, 
and the respective amounts due to them, and tho securities 
held by them, and the estimated value of such sccurities, as 
required by the Bankruptcy Amendment Act, 1868, and 
that the said statement contains, to the best of my 
knowledge, information, and belief, a full, true, and 
accurate account of all my property and credits [or, if made 
by any other person, “of the property and credits of the 
above-named debtor ’’], and the estimated value thereof, as 
required by the Bankruptcy Amendment Act, 1868. 
Sworn, &c. 
Before me. 

Nore.—If the affidavit is made by any person other than 
the debtor, add “And I am able to make this deposition 
because” [stating the circumstances under which the 
deponent has become acquainted with the affairs of the 
debtor]. 

SCHEDULE D. 
Tue Bankruptcy AMENDMENT Act, 1868. 
Form of affidavit verifying addition to or amendment of the 
list or statement wnder section 1, 

I, A. B., of —— make oath and say as follows :— 

Thave read the paper-writing now produced to me, and 
marked (C], and 1 say that the said paper-writing, together 
with the list marked [M] referred to in my former affidavit 
sworn in reference to this matter on the —— day of —— 
contains, to the best of my knowledge, information, and 
belief, a full, true, and accurate account of my debts and 
liabilities of every kind [or, if made by any other person, 
‘of the debts and liabilities of ” the debtor], and the times 
when such debts and liabilities were contracted or incurred, 
and the considerations for the same ; the names, residences, 





and occupations of my [or his] creditors, and the respecti 
amounts aa to eon oot the securities held by them, and 
the estimated value of such securities, as required by the. 
Bankruptcy Amendment Act, 1868; and I say that the. 
reason why the addition [or amendment] contained in the 
said paper-writing marked {C.] was rendered necessary, and 
why the substance thereof was not contained in the said list 
marked [M], was [here state the reason to the best of the. 
deponent's knowledge and belief. ] 
worn, &c. 
Before me 

Nore 1.—If the affidavit be made by any person other 
than the debtor, add ‘‘ And I am able to make this deposi- 
tion because” [state the circumstances under which the 
— has become acquainted with the affairs of the 
debtor]. *° 

ped 2.—If the ‘‘ statement ” be added to or amended, 
the affidavit of verification may be in the above form, with 
the necessary alterations. 


SCHEDULE E. 
Tur BANKRUPTCY AMENDMENT ACT, 1868. 
Form of affidavit by creditor under a deed. 

In the matter of a deed of arrangement between A.B, 
of [insert here name and description of debtor] and 
his creditors. 

I, C. D., of —— in the county of —— [add description of 
crediter], make oath and say, tuat the above-mentioned A. 
B. [naming the debtor] is justly and truly indebted to me 
in the sum of £—— for [state consideration of the debt and 
time when contracted, as ‘‘for goods sold, delivered by me 
to the said A. B. between the day of ——, 18— 
and the —— day of ——, 18—,” or as the case may bel], 
and that I have not, nor hath any other person on my 
behalf or for my use, had or received any manner of satis- 
faction or security whatever for the said sum of £—— or 
any part thereof [if the creditor holds any securities add 


“save and except,” specifying the securities, as ‘‘a bill of 


” 


sale bearing date the —— day of ——, 18—,” or as the fact 
may be]. 

Sworn, &c. 

Before me 
SCHEDULE F. 
Tue Bankruptcy AMENDMENT Act, 1868. 
Form of declaration of proof of debt by creditor under a deed, 
In the matter of a deed of arrangement between A. B., 
of —— and his creditors. 

I, C. D., —— of —— [here insert description of creditor] 
do solemnly declare that the statement of the debt and of 
the account [if any] between me and the above named A. B. 
——,, hereunto annexed, is a full, true, and complete state- 
ment of account between me and the said A. B. — 
and that the debt amounting to £—— thereby appear- 
ing to be due from the said A. B. —— to me was contracted 
on the —— day of —— [or between the —— day of —-, 
18—, and the —— day of —— 18—,], and still is justly due 
and owing, and that I have not, nor h&th any person on my 
behalf or for my use, received any satisfaction or security 
whatsoever for the said debt or any part thereof, save ant 
except [as in an affidavit of debt]. 

Declared, &c. 

Before me 
SCHEDULE G. 
Tue Bankruptcy AMENDMENT Act, 1868. 

Form of affidavit by clerk or servant or agent of creditor 

under a deed. 
In the matter of a deed of arrangement between A. B, 
of [here insert name and description of debtor] and 
his creditors. 


I, C. D., —— of —— [here insert name and description’ 


of deponent], make oath and say, that I am the clerk of fs 
“ employed in the capacity of —— by”’] E. F. of —— [or 
if a company or other public body be the creditor, “that I 
am the agent of” (describing the body or company)] am 
that the above-mentioned A. B. [naming the debtor] is 
justly and truly indebted to the said E. F. [or “to the 
said company” (describing it)] in the sum of £—, for 
state consideration of the debt], and that to the best of my 
owledge and belief the said [creditor or company] has not 
nor has any other person on his [or their] behalf or for his [or 
their] use, had or received any manner of satisfaction or 
security whatever for the said sum of £——, or any part 
thereof, [if the creditor holds any securities add, “save 
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———— 
and except,” &c., as in pag ele f. and I further say 
that Iam duly authorized by the said [creditor or company ] 
to prove the said debt, and that it is within = own 
knowledge that the said debt was contracted, and for the 
consideration in this my affidavit stated, and that to the 
best of my knowledge and belief the same debt still re- 
mains unpaid and unsatisfied. 


Sworn, &c. 
Before me 
SCHEDULE H. 


Tur Banxruprcy AMENDMENT Act, 1868. 
Form of declaration of proof of debt by clerk or servant or 
agent of creditor under a deed. 

In the matter of a deed of ai ement between A. B. 
of [here insert name and description of debtor] and 
his creditors. 

I, C. D., ——_of —— [here insert name and descrip- 
tion of deponent] do solemnly declare that I am the 
clerk of [or “employed in the capacity of —— by”] E. F., 
of —— [or of a company or other public body by the 
creditor “that Iam the agent of” (describing the com- 
pany or body) , and that the statement of the debt [and “of 
the account” (if any)] between the said E. F. [or the said 
company or public , describing it] and the above-named 
A, B., hereunto annexed, is a full, true, and complete state- 
ment of account between the said [creditor or company] 
and the said A. B., and that the debt amounting to £—-— 
thereby appearing to be due from the said A. B. to the 
said [creditor or company] was contracted on the —— day 
of —— [or between the —— day of —— and the —— day 
of Py and still is justly due and owing, and that to the 
best of my knowledge and belief the said [creditor or com- 

= not, nor has any other person on his [or their] 
beh or for his [or their] use had or received any manner 
of satisfaction or security whatever for the said sum of 
£—— or any part thereof, [if the creditor hold any secu- 
rities, add “ save and except,” &c., as in schedule E.]; and 
I further say that I am duly authorised by the said [creditor 
or manele prove the said debt, and that itis within 
my own knowledge that the said debt was contracted, and 
for the consiceration in this my declaration stated, and 
that to the best of my knowledge and belief the same debt 
still remains unpaid and unsatisfied. 

Declared, &c. 

Before me 
SCHEDULE J. 
Tue Bankruptcy AMENDMENT ACT, 1868. 
Form of application by or on behalf of a creditor to inspect or 
take copies. 

In the matter of a deed of arrangement between A. B. 
of [insert name and description of debtor] and his 
creditors, 


TR, 

I, being a creditor [or “the attorney ” or “agent” of 
€, D, being a creditor] of the above-named A. B., desire to 
inspect the copy, deed, and proceedings, in this matter, and 
require an office copy of [specifying the documents required] 
to be made for me. 

I am, Sir, 
Your obedient, &c., 
Signature of applicant. 


Address of applicant. 
To the Chief Registrar. 
Carnns, C. 
Epwp. Hotroyp, Senior Commr, 
Tuomas Ewine Winstow. 
JaMEs Bacon. 








BARRISTERS AND ATTORNEYS. 
_ Some proposals have lately been made for the amalgama- 
tion of the two branches of the legal profession by abolishing 
all distinctions between barristers and attorneys. This is 


advocated ona variety of grounds. It is said that it would. 


be better for the public that there should be only one sort 


of lawyer, better for the barrister that he should see his 
clients personally, and better for the attorney that he 
should be capable of promotion to judgeships both in the 
superior and in the county courts. 

é cannot say that any of these arguments, or all of them 
put together, by any meaus satisfy us that the change pre- 
posed would be desirable. The division of labour between 








the two callings appears to us both natural in itself and highly 
beneficial to the public and to the practitioners. No two 
pursuits relating to the same subject can well be more dis- 
tinct than advocacy and getting up a case for trial. The 
question whether proceedings shall be taken, or how, if 
taken, they shall be carried on, are, as arule, rather matters 
of practical good sense, than of law, and a similar distinction 
applies in conveyancing and pleading. Whether two per- 
sons are to marry is a question which in this country is 
generally settled by themselves ; the general character of 
the settlements to be made is a question on which their 
attorney can advise them, as a matter of judgment and 
experience ; but if any technicality is involved, if the inte- 
rests of third parties are affected in any unusual manner, if 
there is a difficulty arising from necessary parties being 
under disability, or abroad, if in a word for any reason the 
common course of things has to be in any degree departed 
from, the attorney’s judgment and practical experience are, 

enerally speaking, sufficient rather to warn him of the 
difficulty, ut special knowledge which a man otherwise 
occupied cannot be expected to acquire will be required to 
overcome it. The legal knowledge sufficient for the tran- 
saction of common business, business which may be of the 
very utmost importance, and which may and constantly 
does require the strongest judgment, the greatest decision, 
and the most varied experience, is often altogether insuffi- 
cient to guide a man through disputable matters of law. 
An attorney will refer at certain points to the barrister as 
naturally as the general practitioner will refer at a certain 
point to a consulting physician or surgeon who has made a 
study of particular diseases. The fact that there is asharply 
defined division of labour amongst barristers themselves, 
resting not on law but merely on practical convenience, 
shows the difficulty of abolishing the distinction between 
barristers and attorneys. A man at the common law bar 
will not give an opinion on a point of equity. A con- 
veyancer will not draw pleadings. There are men te 
whom a client would hardly give a brief which required 
great power of arguing — of law, and there are also 
men to whom he would not go if he wanted a powerful 
speech to a jury. An attorney in large practice has to do 
with all sorts of subjects. He has his common law clerk, 
his equity clerk, his conveyancing clerk, and he may now 
and then find it necessary to institute a criminal prosecution 
or to have a question of law elaborately argued in Westmin- 
ster Hall. As matters stand, he would send briefs to half 
a dozen different counsel, according to the nature of the case. 
Mr. A. would draw the pleadings, Mr. B. would be the 
leader of the common law cause and make the speech, Mr. 
C. would be the equity draughtsman, and Mr. D. would 
hold the leading brief in equity. Ifa striking speech was 
to be made, he would retain the eminent Mr. E., and if 
he wanted a particularly powerful legal argument, he would 
avail himself of the services of the distinguished Mr. F. 
If the distinction between attorneys and barristers is to be 
abolished, @ fortiori all minor distinctions must be abolished 
as well, and the attorney must make up his mind either to 
be a great many gentlemen rolled into one, or else to employ 
other persons more competent than himself. The first pro- 
posal is impossible. The second is substantially the present 
system changed for the worse. For these reasons we can 
have little doubt that the present division of labour is for 
the public interest, inasmuch as it affords a security for the 
work being better done than it otherwise would be. 

We further think that it is a far better system for the 
administration of justice. A very small proportion indeed 
of the legal work done in the country is litigious, and the 
litigious work is at once the least pleasant and the worst 
paid part of an attorney’s business. It is very anxious and 
exciting. It takes a great deal of time, and involves a good 
deal of personal conflict. Aman who, being usually engaged 
in other matters, takes up work of this sort occasionally, 
and that for persons to whom he is personally known, and in 
whose success he has upon all kinds of grounds a warm indi- 
vidual interest, will do his work in quite another spirit and 
after quite a different fashion from a man whe specially 
devotes himself to it, makes it his business in life, and has 
no special connection with the individual litigants. Noone 
who has not seen how trials are actually managed can tellhow 
often and how earnestly the barrister has to restrain the 
attorney from doing all sorts of things to which he is 

rompted by his earnest zeal for his client, and by his 
erior acquaintance with the rules of evidence and the 
manner in which cases ought to be conducted. The bar- 
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tister’s whole course of life teaches him to look at cases 
in a much cooler and abstract way than can be ex- 
pected of an attorney who has watched over the case from 
the beginning, and whose mind is full of the collateral 
objects which are always mixed up with litigation, and are 
generally its real causes. He is also far more conscious of 
the fact that he is an officer of the court and a minister of 
justice, and that he must respect the rules of procedure and 
the interests of the public, than any man whose life is not 
passed in court can possibly be. 

As to the hardship upon the members of the two profes- 
sions, so long as each is open to all the world we cannot see 
where it is. The two careers, as at present organised, are 
suited to different kind of men and offer different sorts of 
rewards to success. The attorney makes money more quickly. 
The barrister has a chance of high patronage late in life. 
Some men will be attracted by the one prospect, some by 
the other. Curates do not think ita hardship that they 
will never be made generals, nor do ensigns feel aggrieved 
because they are shut out from the hope of becoming bishops. 
As for the special grievance to the attorneys who are at 
present mooting the question, we must remember that the 
appointments open to attorneys are extremely lucrative and 
very numerous. A prosperous country attorney will often 
hold half a dozen ag and we could mention an 
eminent member of the profession who threw up in indig- 
nation the affairs of a company which he had conducted, 
because as he remarked toa distinguished person, ‘‘they 
offered me the salary of a puisne judge.” e real fact we 
believe to be that the profession of a barrister is socially the 
higher of the two, which makes its position invidious. The 
wish to pull it dewn on this ground alone seems to us 
illiberal, It is surely desirable that if a profession is 
honourable‘it should be honoured, and that there should be 
profession suited for those who care rather for personal 
dignity and distinction than for gain. By all means let 
such callings be open to all, but to break them down merely 
because they are distinguished appears to us a poor 
policy. There is one alteration in the present state of things 
which the suggestion for amalgamating the two branches of 
the legal profession appears to us to show to be highly desir- 
able. It is that the education of barristers ought to be 
proportioned to their social claims, The attorneys now say 
to the barris with perfect truth, No one can become an 
attorney without showing that he has some education and 
some knowledge of his profession ; a man may become a 
barrister merely by eating a given number of dinners. Itis 
quite true, in fact, that barristers, as a class, are more 
highly educated and know more about law than attorneys as 
a class, but it is also true that this isan accident. Make 
the passing of a good stringent examination, both in general 
knowledge and also in law, compulsory upon all persons who 
are to be called to the bar, and not only willno more be heard 
of such proposals as the one to which we have referred, but 
a number of black sheep who now discredit the profession in 
every possible way would be stopped at the entrance to it. 
The Inns of Court have just at present the power of taking 
upon very easy terms a new lease of existence and influence 
which may last indefinitely, but if they let matters rest as 
they are their houses will before long be rudely shaken about 
their ears.— Pall Mall Gazette. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Oct 7.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bousrietp. 

Leaseho!d residence, known as Thanet Lodge, Tulse hill, Surrey, let on 
lease at £65 per annum; term, 98 years from 1838, at £12 12s. per 
annum—Sold for £1,060. 

Leasehold residence and stabling, known as Harley Villa, Tulse hill, let 
at £70 per annum; term, 96} years from 1830, at £11 4s, per annum 
—Sold for £800, 

Leasehold residence, No. 19, Gloucester crescent, Regent’s park, let at 
= — term, 72 years unexpired, at £10 per annum—Sold 

or q 

Leaseho'd three houses and shops, Nos. 63, 65, and 67, Caledonian road, 
King’s cross, producing £110 per annum; term, 66 years unexpired, 
at £24 per annum— Sold for £1,330. 

: By Messrs. Desennam, Storr, & Sons, 

Two policies of assurance for £100 each, in the Scottish Widows’ Fund 
and Life Assurance Office, on the life of a gentleman aged 50 years— 
Sold for £40 each, 

Oct. 8.—By Messrs. Beapet. 

Freehold estate, situate in the parishes of Thundersley and Laindon, 
Essex, comprising a farm known as Thundersley. Lodge, with resi- 
dence, garden, orchard, cottages, homesteads, and grass, corn, and 
marsh Jand, the whole containing 4214. 3r. 30p.—Sold for £11,300. 

Freehold and copyhold estate, known as Diggins Farm, in the parishes 
of Willingvale Doe and Beauchamp Boothing, Essex, and comprising 





Te, 
a residence, with stabling, homestead, buildings, ard 167a 2r 15p of 
land—Sold for £5,800. 
Freehold inn and premises, known as the King’s Head, in the parish 
of Stanford-le-Hope, Essex, with stabling, homestead, cottage, and, 
22a 3r 13p of land—Sold for £3,400. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BOYD—On Oct. 5, at 21, Lower Leeson-street, Dublin, the wife of Wal. 
ter Boyd, Esq., LL..D., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter, 

BURRELL—On Oct. 9, at Gosport, the wife of William F, Burrell, Esq,, 
Solicitor, of a daughter. 

HENDERSON—On Oct. 2, at Killiney, County Dublin, the wife of 
Acheson Henderson, Esq., Q.C., of a son. 

SHARMAN -On Oct. 14, at Wellingborough, the wife of Matthew Reid 
Sharman, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 
CARTER—C HILD—On Oct. 14, at the Old Gravel-pit Chapel, Hackney, 
{_ Edwin Jones Carter, of 4, Laura-place, Claptcn, to Esther, daughter of 

Henry Child, Esq., Solicitor, of King Edward’s-road, Hackney, and 
Doctors’-commons, 





DEAT HS. 
GOUGH—On Oct. 13, at Malvern, Thomas Tyndale Gough, Esq., Solici — 
tor, and Registrar of the Maivern County Court, aged 72, 
MANNERS—On Oct. 11, at Grantham, Thomas Manners, Esq., Solici- 
tor, aged 84. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 
GM inding-up of Point Stock Compantes. 


LimiTED IN CHANCERY. 
Faripay, Oct, 9, 1868. 
Patertt Paper Manufacturing Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
up, presented Sept 29, directed to be heard before the Master of the: 
Rollson Nov 7. Halse & Co, Cheapside, solicitors to the petitioner. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Touxspay, Oct. 13, 1868. 


St David’s Lodge of Independent Odd Fellows, Britons Protection Inn, 
Gt Bridgwater-st, Manch. Oct ¥. 
Amicable Society, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Oct 9. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frrpay, Oct. 9, 1868, 
Allen, Eliza, Hereford, Spinster. Dec 1. Humfrys & Son, Hereford. 
Arrow, John Thos, Sevenoaks, Kent, Wine Merchant. Dec 6. Car nell,, 
Sevenoaks. : 
a Rev Hy, Brockley, Somerset, Clerk. Dec10. Brittan & Son, 
Bristol. 


Brickwood, Sarah Patience, Shepherd’s-bush, Widow. Nov 30, 
Barnes & Bernard, Gt Winchester-st. : 
Chilton, Solomon, Penywain, Monmouth, Yeoman. Nov 16. Lewis, 
Crickhowell. 

Curran, Geo John, Maulmain, East Indies, Barrister. Nov 10. Upfill, 
Pancras-lane. 

Daly, Sir Dominick, Adelaide, South Australia, Knight. Nov 29. 
Mackenzie & Co, Crown-ct, Old Broad-st. — 

Deakin, Wm, Birm, Gent, Decl. Danks, Birm. ; 

Fletcher, {saac, Rigg, Cumborland, Farmer. Jan1. Hayton & Simp - 
son, Cockermouth. 

Goldie, Eliz Lady, Claremont, Southampton, Widew. Dec 31. Green 
& Moberly, Southampton. ‘ 

Harvey, Wm, Chillerton, Isle of Wight, Esq. Jan 1. Mew, Newport. 

Howard, John, Manch, Chemist. Nov |. bin Ashton-under-Lyne. 

James, Elijah Earl, Birm, Gent. Dec 1. Beale & Co, Birm, 

Jones, Thos, Denbigh, Gent. Jan1l. Gold & Co, Denbigh. 

Jones, Catherine, Sway, Southampton, Widow. Dec 24. Moore, Ly- 
mington. 

Jo m4 Robt, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Gent. Dec 31. Hayton & 

impson, Cockermouth. : 

Lewis, John, Glynissa, Cardigan, Gent. Nov 23. Lloyd, Lampeter. 

Lister, Wm, Sturton-le-Steeple, Nottingham, Cordwainer, Nov 20. 
Marshall & Son, East Retford. , 

Markham, Sophia, Dareham, Suffolk, Widow. Nov 9. Read, Hales- 
worth. 

Newman, Geo, Charlton Kings, Gloucester. Builder. Dec 1. Chess- 
hyre, Cheltenham. 

Smith, Fredk Parson, Aylsham, Norfolk, Surgeon. Nov 13. Jessop, 
Waltham ater. 

Potter, Joseph, Keymer, Sussex, Farmer. Nov.7. Waugh, Quck- 


field. 
Wayt, Richd, Stoke Newington-green, Gent. Jan 1. De Jersey & 
Co. 
Wells, Hy, North Clifton, Nottizgham. Nov 20. Marshall & Son, 
t Retf 


ord. 
TuEspAY, Oct. 13, 1868. 
Brown, Sarah, Birm, Widow. Nov 10. Ansell, Birm. 
Clarke, Hy, Tukely, Essex, Farmer. Nov 30. Taylor, Bishops Stort- 
ford. 


ord. 
Cobden, Sarah Ann, London-villas, New-rd, Hammersmsth, Wid ow.. 
Nov7, Spaull, Verulam-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. — 
Dennis, Wm, ine Driver. Dec 14. Simpson, Leeds. 
Dyson, John, Lindley, York,Gent. Dec 1. Clough, Huddersfield. 
Hardey, Ann, Harrow, Lincoln, Spinster. Dec 1. Goy, Bartun-on- 
Humber. 
Hewer, Wm, Leygrove, Gloucester, Farmer. Nov 14. Stiles, North- 


Hughes, Richd, Chirbury, Salop, Farmer. Now 20. Poole, Bartholo- 
mew-clese. 

Jackson, Jas, Hull, Chemist. Nov 10. Rollit & Son, Hull. 

Morley, Rev Thos Wiison, Birkby, York, Ulerk. Oct 31, Topham, 
Middlehgm House. 
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«Quick, Jas, Southampton, Wine Merchant. Dee 1. Hickman, South- 


ett Chas, Clifton, Bristol, Esq. Decl. Livett, Bristol. 
es, Robt John, Duncan-ter, Islington, Butcher. Dec 10. Mur- 
y & Hutchins, Birchin-lane. 

gant, Thos, Plymouth, Devon, Carver. Dec 25. Rooker & Co, Ply- 


mouth. 
Tyroounel, pe See Sarah, Countess of, Kiplin, York, Oct 31, Top- 


am House. 
‘Sonmod, Hy, Leatherhead, Surrey, Esq. Nov 23. Cunliffa & Beau- 


mont, Chancery-lane. 
‘Wilkinson, Wm, Gracechurch-st, yawn # House Keeper. Nov 25. 


Fesenmeyer & Son, Gt James-st, -TOw. 


Geeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Frivary, Oct. 9, 1868. 
Aaronson, Bae Bermondsey-st, Tooley-st, Clothier. Sept 29. 


Com 4 

hon Chas Warren, Brook-st, Publisher. Oct 7, Asst. Reg 

Oct 9. 

Allcorn, ae, | Folkestone, Kent, Eating House Keeper. Oct 3. 
Com is 

bop. ioao, Marple, Chester, Grocer. Oct 6. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 

august, Fredk, Eton-rd, Haverstock-hill, Nurseryman. Sept 30. 


Comp. Reg Oct 7. 
Bailey, Wm, Burton-upon-Trent, Stafford, Confectioner. Sept 29. 
Comp. 


Asst. Reg Oct 8. 

— John, Birkenhead, Chester, Hairdresser, Oct 1. 
Keg Oct 9. 

Baker, Danl a. +; rae Oxford-circus, Heraldic Painter. 
Oct 1. Comp 

Dae, Alfred, Willenhall, Stafford, Bricksetter. Oct3. Comp. Reg 


Oct 9 

Bamber, Robt, Lytham, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Sept 17. Asst. 
Reg Oct 9. 

Barrett, Albert, Kensington-gard sq, Gent. 
Oct 5. 

Batchelor, Stephen, Beckenham, Kent, Beer Retailer. Sept 24. Comp. 


Oct 7. 
euie, A a. New Cut, Lambeth, Fish Salesman. Sept 29. Comp. 
Reg Oct 8. 
®aylis, Thos Hutchinson, Melina-pl, St John’s Wood, Comm Agent. 
Sept 21. Comp. Reg Oct 7. 
Beavis, Edwin, New-cut, Lambeth, Provision Dealer. Oct 7. Comp. 


Reg Oct 9. 
: Bosksith, Wm, Kingsland-rd, Shoreditch, Builder. Oct 6. Asst, 
Reg Oct 8. 
Beerbohm, Julius Ewald, Catherine-ct, Seething-lane Merchant. Oct 5. 
Comp. Reg Oct 7. 
Sept 9. Reg Oct 7. 


Beisty, Thos, Manch, Porter. Comp. 
Birmingham, Herbert, Brighton, Sussex, Tobacconist. Oct 6. Asst. 


Reg Oct 9. 
a, Margaret, Holt, Norfolk, Widow. Oct1l. Asst. Reg 





Sept 21. Comp. Reg 





Bird, John, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan,Greengrocer, Sept 29. Comp. 

Oct 1. 
Sept 2y. 
Comp. Reg 


eg 

Blott, Leen raged Bates, Copthall-chambers, Stock Broker. 
Comp. Keg Oct 8. 

Bohrer, Hy, “cornwal-r Bayswater, Professor of Music. 
Comp. Reg Oct 9 

ey Jas, West Bromwich, Stafford, Grocer. Sept 16. 


ct 9. 
a Robt Wm, Bradford, York, Merchant. Sept 24. 
Reg Oct 9. 
Bromfield, John Coley Coley, ay «alae Westbourne-pk, 


Manager. Sept 24. Comp. Reg 
— om Holywell-hill, St Alban’ Me Herts, Baker. Sept 2!. Comp. 


Reg 
Brough ch abee; Harriseahead, Stafford, Coal Miner. Oct 3. Comp. 
Reg Oct 
Browne, Thos Geo, & Mary Amelia Dothie, Union-st, Spitalfields, 
Hosiers. Sept 30. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
emer Alfred, Portsea, Southampton, Schoolmaster. Sept 17. Asst. 
Badgett, ater Edwd Sydney, Bow-st, Covent-garden, Assistant to a 
Surgeon. Sept28. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Butler, Hy, Worthing, Sussex, Builder. Sept 21, 
t 7. 


—_— Chas, Sutton, Commercial Traveller. Oct 2. Asst. Reg 
ct 


Challenger, John, & Wm Pontin Mitchell, jun, Water-lane, Wine 
Merchants. Sept 28. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 

— Loughborough-rd, brixton, Builder. Sept 20. Asst. 
eg 

Chichester, Geo Augustus my eg Joymount, Abingdon, Berkshire, 
Gent. Oct7. Comp. Reg Gct 

Chown, Jas, Fulham-rd, oA ae Cheesemonger. 


g Oct 
Clarke, Seo lly, Pinner, Audit Clerk. Sept 17. Comp. ne Oct 9. 
Clifford, Wm, birm, Baker. Septz9. Comp. Reg Oct 6 
Cockayne, Thos, Billiter-sq, Jewelier. Oct 6. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
hen, Annie, Foikstone-villa, Centria-pk, Upper Nooweel, Lodging- 
house Keeper. Oct 8, Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Geter Jas, Lpool, Grocer. Sept 22. Comp. Reg Oct 7. 
ke, Hy, Rumsey-ter, Well-st, Hackney, General Dealer. Oct 5. 
Comp. Reg Oct 8 
— John Abert "Rodney-rd, Walworth, Ironmonger. Sept 30. 
Jomp. Oct 
sgn es Wm, Whitechapel-rd, Boot Manufacturer. Sept 30. Comp. 
keg Oct 8 
Coulson, David pespeies, Elm Tree-rd, St John’s-wood, Gent. Oct 7. 
Comp. Reg Oct 9 
bg on Bromsgrove, Worsester, Bootmaker. 
eg Oc! 
wrt Wm, Lpool, Sopt 30. 
Sept 28. 


re si, Wm, Nottingham, Provision Dealer. 


Comp. 


Comp. Reg 


Sept 29. Comp. 


Sept 25. Comp. 
Asst. Reg 
Comp. Reg 


Boot Manufacturer, 





Oct 2. 
Comp. 


Cue. he | a Crank, Chester, Candlew.ck Spinners, 
Assb. 
oe _ silber, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Bootmaker, Oct 6. 


Cumming, hy a Princes-rd, Notting-hill, Builder. Sept 25. 
t 


Asst. Reg 
Curtis, Chas, Pelham-st, Brompton. Fruiterar. Oct 1. Comp. 
Oct 6. Comp. Reg 


Oct 
ye Yas, White Lion-ct, Marine Architect. 
Davies, John, Trewern-mill, Hembroke, Agricultural Labourer, Bept 22. 
Comp. Reg Oct 7. 
Davies, Soha Stockwell-pk-rd, Brixton, Government Clerk. Oct 8. 
Comp. Reg Oct 8 
Oct 6. Comp. Reg Oct 8. 
4 


Dawson, eo Ay Manch, Cigar Dealer. 
sr Hg Richd, Seal Chart, Kent, Farmer. Sept 18. Asst. 


De wer Leo, Dyer’s-bidgs, Holborn, Doctor. Oct 7. Comp. 
Dean ‘Danl, Maidstone, Kent, Bricklayer. Sept 28, Comp. Reg 
t 


Rensitps beat Stockport, Chester, Rope Manufacturer. Oct 7. Comp. 
iz 1 
Donovan, Wm Fredk, Stamford-brook, New-rd, Hammersmith, Job- 
master. Oct5. Comp. Reg Oct 8. 
Dorward, Andrew Ray oh Ses, Walworth-rd, out of business. 
Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 
— Benj Willet, Queen’ 4 Dalston, Builder. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 
t 
Oct 5. Comp. Reg 


Rez 


Dewse, Geo, High-st, Poplar, News Agent. 


Oct 9. 
Duffield, Abraham, "am acaaei Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Oct 5. 
Comp. Reg Oct 
Dwight, Selina ‘aahte, Holland-rd, Kensington, Widow. Oct 7. 
Comp. Reg Oct 8. 
Dykstra, John, Lpool, Victualler. 
Earl, Jabez, & Stephen Reynolds, 
Builders. Oct 2. Comp. Reg Oct 6. 
East, Alfred Baldwin, Birm, Solicitor. Oct 3. Asst. Reg Oct 6. 
Eves, Fredc, Newbury, Berks,Chemist. Oct 8, Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Fazakerley, Jas, Lpool, Drysaltec. Oct 5. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Fenn, Elijah, Thorpe, Norfolk, Builder. Sept 15. Asst. Reg Oct 7. 
— Fras, Newport, York, Grocer. Sept 23. Asst. Rog 


Oct 
Flint, "Robt Hy, Ardwick-ter, Child’s-hiil, Grocer. Sept 18. Comp, 
Reg Oct 8. 


Floyd, Chas Asbberahem, late Lientenant in 9th Lancers. Oct 3 
Comp. Reg Oct 
Fluder, Ellen + ll Romsey, Southampton, Timber Merchant. 
Oct6. Comp. Keg Oct 8. 
Frost, John Pownall, prey Broker. Sept 26. Comp. Rez Oct 7. 
Frost, John Thos, Birm, Grocer. Septl5. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Gallewski, Amelia, Sunderland, Durham, Widow. Oct 7. Comp. Reg 


Oct 8. 
Garcia,  agona Surbiton, Licensed Victualler. 
ct 
Gere, Wm Fredk, Shore-rd, South Hackney, Coal Merchant. Sept 21 
Asst. Reg Oct 7. 
gy ee jun, New Barnet, Hertford, Corn Merchant. Oct 1, Comp. 
t 
Oct 7. 


Oct 3 


Oct 2. Comp. Reg Oct 
Wellesley-rd, daverstock-hill, 


Sept 30. Comp. 


ict 9. 

Gearing, Chas, Middle-rd, Water-lane, Brixton, Carpenter. 
Comp. Reg Oct 9: 

Gorton, Wm, Corpoeation-pi, St John’s-st-rd, Bill Poster. 
Comp. Reg Oct 8 

Grantham, Geo, Strand, Carver. Oct 7. rn om Reg Oct 9. 

Gray, Chas, Parliament-st, Westmi Oct 1. Comp. 
Reg Oct 8. 

ee Joseph, jun, Horton, York, Innkeeper. Octl. Comp. Reg 


oT Fredk John, York-rd, Camden Town, Builder. Oct 3. Comp. 
5. 

Asst. 
Oct 

Hadfield, John, Kirton Lindsay, Lincoln, Cattle Dealer. Oct 1. 


Reg Oct 6. 
Hall, Mortimer, Highbury, Gent. Sept 15. Comp. Reg Oct 7. 
Sept 30. Asst. 


ay David, Birkenhead, Chester, Draper. 





Reg 
Asst. 


Oct 
Guest, eee Fulham-rd, Brompton, Draper. Sept 24. 


Reg 


Oct 7 
Harberd, Jas Jas Wm, St Dudstan’s-ct, Fleet-st, Printer. Oct 6. Comp. 
eg Oct 
Harding, Jena, Tavistock- nt Westbourns-pk, Paddington, Doctor. 
Sept 28. Comp. Reg Oct 
ea Jas, Bethaal- panel Grocer. Oct 2. 


Comp. Keg 


Sept 21. 
Comp. Reg 


Oct 
Hastie, Jas, Orsett-m2ws, Paddiagton, Livery Stable Keeper. 
6- 


Comp. Reg Oct 
— Eliz Ann, Strood, Kent, Widow. 
ct 
Haymans, Chas, Geo Avory Hayman, . Alfred Pine Lilly, Gough-sq, 
Printers. Sept 24. Comp. Reg Oct 
——_ Hy, Osborn-ter, Claphim- ord, cae Agent. Oct7. Comp. 


Reg 
Heyde, J os Jas Vonder, Lower Taames-st, Merchant. Oct7. Comp. 
Sept 21. 


Oct 6. 


Reg Oct 8. 

Hogg, Jane, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. 
Asst. Reg Oct 8. 

Hole, Wm, Bristol, Ironmonger. Oct6. Asst. Rez O:t9. 

Holmes, John, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Grocer. Sept 8. 


Asst. Keg Oct 6. 
Holt, Edwd, Manch, Lace Manufacturer. Ost 1. Comp. Rag O:t 6. 
ct 7, Comp. 


Homburg, Geo, Well-st, Oxtord-st, Cabiuet Maker. 
t 
Homeyer, Carl Emil, Upool, Commiszon Marchant. Oct 7. Asst. 
Reg Oct 8 
Hone, Rods, Northumbarland-st, Poplar, Coal, Merchaat. Oot 8. 


Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
— Tnos, Aberdare, Glanaorzan, Collier. Sept 23, Comp. Reg 
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Hughes, Richd, Lpool, Draper. Oct 2. Comp. Reg Oct 6. 

Hughes, Yee Winkfield-rd, Wood-green, Picture Dealer. 
Comp. Reg Oct 8. 

Hughes, Joseph ttinend, Wednesbary, Stafferd, Mineral Agent. 
Oct 5. Comp. Reg Oct 9 

Hulse, ae Hy, Hornton-st, Kensington, Clerk. Sept 25. 
Reg 

st Jas, Od Broad-st, Share Dealer. Sept 22. Comp. Reg 

Hunter, Chas Edwd, & Thos Allen Hunter, Lpool, Livery-stable 
Keepers. Oct 7. Gomp. Reg Oct 

Ton, Thes, Kendal, Westmorland, Bootmaker. Sept 30. Comp. Reg 


Oct 9. 

tori i. Elm Tree-rd, St John’s-wood, Gentlewoman. Oct 1, 
mp, Reg Oct 

Jeffs, Wm, Clarendon-ter, St John’s-wood, out of business. Oct 2. 


Comp. eg Oct 9. 
Joel, Jenkin, Westminster-bridge-rd, Draper. Oct 5. Comp. Reg 


Johnson, Wm, Kentish-town-rd, Timber Merchant. Sept 11. 
Reg Oct 8. 
Holborn-hill, Tobacconist. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 


=, Rebecca, Hi 

t 8 

Jones, John, Bootle, Lancaster, Baker. Oct 1. Comp. Reg Oct 8. 

Joseph, Isaac, Fenchurch-st, Optician. Oct 5. Comp. Reg Oct 6. 

Jull, Ebenezer, Epsom, Draper. Oct 3. Comp. Reg Oct 7. 

Kay, Hilton, Salford, Lancaster, Comm Agent, Oct 3. Comp. Reg 
ta, 


Oc! 
rom, baie Broadmead, Bristol, Hotel Keeper. Sept 28. Asst. Reg 


Kenward, Wm, Mitcham, Surrey. Sept26. Comp. Reg Oc 

Killroy, John, Bolton-le-Moors, Lancaster, Provision Karty Oct 5. 
Comp. Reg Oct 9, 

Lambert, Thos, Lpool, Engineer. Sept28. Comp. Reg Oct 7. 

Langwell, Wm, & Hy Spring, Sheffield, Glass aweheabnters. Sept 25. 
Asst. Reg Oct 6. 

Laureuce, Saml, & Benj by my Somerset-ter, Kensington, Horse 
Dealers, Oct 5. Comp. Reg 

— Hugo, St John’: Rian ¥'s oa, “Merchant. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 


Sept 22. 


Comp. 


Comp. 


Levert, Arthur Adolphus Lionel Faithfull, Inverness-ter, Bayswater, 
Gent. Sept 24. Comp. Reg Oct7. 
Levy, Mark, Birm, Clothier. Oct2. Comp. Reg Oct 6. 
Lewis, Geo, High-st, Deptford, Grocer. Sept23. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Lewis, Wm, Linton-st, New North-rd, Islington, Comm Agent. Sapt 30. 
Comp. Reg Oct 8. 
Grocer. Oct 2. 


Lilley, Thos, Selston, Nottingham, 
to. 
— Walsall, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Oct 3. Comp. Reg 
ict 9. 
Lock, John, Townshend-cottages, St John’s-wood, Cab Proprietor. 
Oct 8. Cemp. Reg Oct 9. 
Sept 16. 


Lowen, Geo, & Wm Nye, Leadenhall-market, Butchers. 
Comp. Reg Oct 8. 

Lucas, John, Snotheld, Tron Merchant, Sept?5. Comp. Reg Oct 8. 

Lyons, Marks, Birm, General Dealer. Oct 1. mp. Reg Oct 6. 


nage —— Jas, Shirley, Southampton, Doctor. Sept 29- 

mp. t 9. 

Marsden, John, Wardr ‘be-pl, a, Doctors’-commons, General 
Dealer. Oct 5. Comp. Reg Oct 6. 

oe. Saml, Heaton pl, Peckham-rye, “Bootmaker. Sept 39. Inspector- 


ship. Keg Oct 8 
— "Eliz, Soca Shields, Durham, Milliner, Oct 5. Comp. Reg 
a ney Parazon-ter, Hackney, out of business. Oct 5. Comp. 
eg 
Mothersill, Robt, jan, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manch, Grocer. Sept 28. 
Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Mepre, Geo, Colney-st, Hertford, Florist. Oct 2. Comp. Reg 
- gon Trowbridge, Wilts, Warehouseman. Sept 25. Comp. 
Novit,. Joseph, Willasson, Chester, Brickmaker. Oct 3. Comp. Reg 


Asst. Reg 


Newman. Jas Wm, & Wm om, Croydon, Surrey, Confectioners. 
Sept 19. Comp. Reg Oct 9 
eee baw Dunstable, Bedford, Licensed Victualler. Sept 23. Comp. 
eg 
Owston, Wm Albert, 5 timnan Clapham Junction, out of business. 
Oct 2. Comp. Reg Oct 


Pacey, Geo, sibs» conse Stafford, Comm Agent. Oct 1. Asst. 


Reg Oct 6 
Palmer, a. Percy, Bristol, Outfitter. Sopt 19. Asst. Reg Oct 7. 


Parker, Geo, Pontefract. Mason. Sept 29. Comp. Reg Oct 8. 
nee Wm, Somerset. Rickford, out of business. Oct 5. Comp. 


Oct 6 
Paul, Jas, Southampton, Gent. Sept25. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Oct 2. Comp. 


Pears, Joho, Woodside, Hertford, Licensed Victualler, 

Pearce, Wm, Marylebone-rd, Publican. Oct7. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
— — Uriah, Eatons-town, Glamorgan, Builder. Oct 2. Comp, 
+ Oct 6. Comp. Reg 
yo Min ies Cambridge-pl, Paddington, Carman. Oct 5. Comp- 
~~ , Duke-st, St James’s, Cigar Importer. Sept 25. Comp. 
— Saml Kingdon, Hammersmith, Artist. Oct 1. Comp. Reg 
_ bso Richd, Wooburn, Bucks, Surgeon. Sept 18. Asst. Reg 


A a) Oxford, Seedsman. Sept 14. Asst. Reg Oct 6. 
Radford, wanes & Jobn Major, Tigetl, Shipbrokers. Oct 6. Asst. 


Reg Oct 9 
Ricee x* Edridge, Streatham-pl, Brixton-hill, Attorney. Oct 7. Comp. 
keg Oc 


Reg 


Persie, ces, Romiley, Chester, Grocer. 





——=>=== 

Richardson, Geo, —— Hy Richardson, Lilypot-lane, Clothier. Oot», 
Comp. Reg Oct 8. 

noon Chas Freak, Southampton, Licensed Victualler. Sept 17, 
Com| 

Roberts, es hes Birm, Draper. Oct 5. Comp. Reg Oct 7. 

Roberts, Joseph, Nottingham, Tailor. Sept25. Comp. Reg Oct 

Robertson, —— Gt Dover-rd, Southwark, Draper. Sept 12, Asst, 
Reg Oct 8. 

Rehouionn, ‘Wm W ybrow, Belgrave oo, 9 orarener -gariions, 
Registrar of Desigys" Oct ® Comp. Reg 

Rooke, en Smith, New Malton, York, Aoosed Sept 19, Comp, 
Re 


g Oet 7 ; 
Rose, Jas Hy, Ramsgate, Kent, Silversmith. Oct 8. Comp, Rey 
Oct 9. 
Rosenthal, Herman, Birm, Tailor. Oct 5. Comp. Reg Oct 8, 
a, © Wm, Sore —. Ginger Beer Manufacturer, 
6. 
_ , Thos, North Scolds, Northumberland, Builder. Sept 19, Asst, 
4 biw jun, Sunderland, Durham, Bootmaker. Sept 11. Comp, 
Reg Oct 
Sheldrick, Fredk, High-st, Camden-town, Cheesemonger. opt ss, 
Asst. Reg Oct 6. 
ogee, 3 Edwd, Biggleswade, Bedford, Nurseryman. Oct 7, Comp, 
gz Oct 8. 
= Wm, Sheffield, Furniture Broker. Sept 28. Comp. Reg 
t 8 
“—, Ludwig, Woolwich, Watchmaker. Sept 19. Comp. Rog 
t 6. > 
Simmons, Alfred John, Tottenham-court-rd, Ironmonger. Sept 17, 
Comp. Reg Oct 7. 
ar 1 John, Basinghall-st, Warehouseman. Oct 6. Comp. Reg 
t 8 


Smith, Wm, Everton, nr Lpool, Grocer. Sept 21. Comp. Reg Oct ¢, 
Smith, Esau, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Grocer. Oct 5. Comp. Reg 


on Hy Thos, Buckingham Palace-rd. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 
Stickland, Sydney, Parbrook, Somerset, Butcher. Oct 7. Comp, Reg 
ON Thos wang Blackpool, Lancaster, Bookseller. Sept 23, 
Talon Geo, re 9 John Allen, Rando!ph-rd, Kilburn-pk, Builders. 03:8, 


Asst. 
Taylor, Wm, Oldham, Lancaster, Grocer. Oct 6. Comp. Reg Met9, 
Sept 21. Comp. 


Tayl 4" +4 Bromsgrove, Worcester, Tea Dealer. 
Reg 0 
thomas, J John, , jan, Dodbruoke, Devon, Ropemeker. Sept 23. Comp, 
eg 
Thompson, Fras Seem, New Kent-rd, Timber Merchant. Oct 7, 
Comp. g Oct 
eons Moa & Tove Turney, Luton, Bedford, Dyers. Sept 3). 
eg Oct 
Tyler, + ned Emeric, Buckingham-st Adelphi, Architect. Oct5. Comp. 
Reg 
= + ee Oscar Irving, Lpool, Merchant. Sept 4. Asst. Reg 
t 
be ay Richd Mills, Basingstoke, Southampton, Corn Merchant. Sept 
Comp. Reg Oct 6, 
Wadeley, Geo, Chester, Chemist. Sept 24. Asst. Reg Oct 9. 
. Asst. Reg 


—- Geo, Honing, Norfolk, Nurseryman. Sept 9 

t 6. 

ss Robt, Gurney-rd, Stratford, Statuary. Oct 6. Comp. Reg 
et. 

— Wn, Sittingbourne, Kent, Grocer. Sept 22. Asst. Reg 

t 8 


Oct 8. 
a, & 
Oct 


Comp. 


Wells, Ley Grove-pl, Coleman-st, Camberwell, Builder. Oct 1. Comp. 
Reg 

Wells, Sam! Mason, City-rd, C'erk. Sept 30. Comp. Reg Oct 8, 

Wells, Wm, Leeds, Attorney’s Clerk. Oct 6. Comp. Reg Oct 7. 

Wenborn, Geo, Tyer-st, Lambeth, Grocer. Sept 21. Comp. Reg 
Oct 6. 

Whipple, John, Bridgewater-sq, Barbican, Stay Manufacturer. Sept 

Comp. Reg Oct 7. 
Wilkins, Edwd, Thomas-st, Hackney-rd, Baker. Oct 7, Comp. Reg 


Wiliams Mary, Amlwch, Anglesey, Draper. Oct 2. Asst. Reg 
Sept 2%. 


Oct 7. 
wz Oct 
Wilson, Jone, Middlesex-st, Somers-town, Metal Dealer. Sept 2% 
Comp. 


Reg Oct 8 
Wilson, Ephraim, Fulham-ra, Brompton, Butcher. Oct 6. Comp. B2z 
Oct 7. 
Wolf, Chas, Merchant-st, Bromley, Loan Agent. Sept 17. Comp. Reg 
Oct 


9. 
Wood, ee Gard, Walton-pl, Hans-sq,Comm Agent. Sept23. Comp. 
Reg Oct 
— dune North Waltham, Southampton, Builder. Sept 12, Ass 
8 


t 

Yemen, Thos, yt ai Walworth, Professor of Music. Oct 8 
Comp. Reg Oct 

Younger, David, Castle-ter, Cornwall-rd, _feteliont, No ting-bill, 
Ironmonger. Oct5. Comp. Reg Oct 8 


Tvuespar, Oct. 13, 1868, 


Abbott, Robt Tebbitt, Birm, Tea Dealer. Oct 7. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Ablitt, , Chas John John, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Lsensed Victualler. Oct 6, 
Comp. Oct 1 

Ansett, bebe Ditchting, Sussex, Butcher. Sept 17. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 

Arlid ge, ieaph Angi ustine, Sloane st, Chelsea, Ironmonger. Oct 10, 
omp. eg 

armel, - rr Edwin, Olney st, Walworth, General Dealer, Oct 5. 
omp. Reg 

Athans, Wm, jun, Hulme, Manch, Painter. Sept 24. Comp- Bes 

t 9. 


Wilson, ‘te oy same Nelson-st, Greenwich, Outfitter. 
Comp. 
wee 48 John Jas, Kingston-upon-Thames, Photographer. 
mp. 
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-astwond, John, Dawley Bank, Salop, Forgeman. Sept 25. Comp. Reg 


10. 

Jas, Manch, Confectioner. Sept 24. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
sa Derby, Radbourn, Tailor. Sept 23, Comp. Reg. Oct 10. 
Baglehole, } Wn, Billiter st, Shipping Insurance Agent. Oct 9. Comp. 


Reg Oct 9. 
ra Eran Griffith, Llanrwst, Denbigh, Draper. Oct 7. Comp. 
Bailey, “4 Hanham, Gloucester, Builder. Oct 7. Asst. Reg 


Oct 
Baird, Chas Bradford, Chatham, Kent, Bootmaker. Sept 24. Comp. 

0. 
aan te Jos, Whitmore Reans, near Wolverhampton, Merchant's Clerk. 


Oct 10. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

‘Barker, Hy, Jarrow, Durham, Painter. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 
Oct 10. 

Barkha, Eliza, Rhyde, Isle of Wight, Widow. Aug 6. Comp. Reg 
Oct 

Barlow, wm, Hartlepool, Durham, Fruiterer, Oct 1. Comp. Reg 
Oct 10. 

* Barnard, Jos, a place, Shepherd’s-bush-green, Auctioneer. Oct 3. 
Comp. Reg Oct 

Barron, John, South Shields, Durham, Bookseller. Sept 22. Comp. 
Reg Oct 10. 


Bates, James, Ramsgate, Kent, Tailor. Sept 30. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Beardmore, Wm, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Tailor. Sept 14. Asst. 


peng Ci Chas, Coleman st, Agent. Oct 3. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Benbow, Wm Cotton, Walton, stafford, Assistant County Court Bailiff, 
Oct!. Comp. Reg Oct 10, 

Benjamin, Jas Wm Skinner, Lewisham rd, Greenwich, Builder. Oct 8. 
Asst, Reg Uct 10. 

Bennet, Geo, jun, Agar st,Strand, Agent. Oct 7. } ny Reg Oct 9. 

Best, i rgd West Hartlepool, Durham, Builder. Oct 1. Asst. Reg 


Oct 

Deatlige, John, & Chas Swann, Birmingham, Papier Mache Manu- 
facturers. Oct 6. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 

Bigg, Harriett, Milton next Sittingbourne, Kent, Baker. Sept 21. 
Comp. Reg Uct 10. 

Black, Thos, St George's ter, = rd, Islington, Commission 
Agent. Oct6. Comp. Reg Oct 9 

Bovack, = Mincing lane, Commission Merchant. Oct 9. Asst. 
Reg Oct 

oe bad Edwd Gould, Berners st, Oxford st, Attorney. Oct 8, Comp. 
eg Uct 9 


Briley, Christopher, & Walter Bradley, Manningham, York, Wool | 


Comb Mukers, Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Bray, Chas, Gipsey Hill rd, Lower Norwood, Builder. Oct 5. Comp. 
Reg Oct 10, 

ey A Jos, Hanley, Stafford, Shoemaker. Sept 23. Comp. Reg. 
Oct 1 


Down "Geo, Lee, Kent, Builder. Oct 6. Inspectorship. Reg 
‘t 10. 


Brown, Anthony, Monkwearmouth Shore, Durham, Grocer. Oct 9. 
Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Brunswick, Myrthil, Newman st, Oxford st, Cabinet Maker. Oct 5. 
Comp. Keg Oct 10. 

om Geo, Poutypool, Monmouth, Grocer. Sept 25. Asst. Reg 


ay yh Edwd, Proudhoe, Northumberland, Grocer. Oct 7. Comp. Reg 
ict | 
Cameron, Wm Ogilvie, °. Robt Wm Hunter, Manchester, Grocers. 
Octl. Asst. Keg Oct 1 
Campbell, Augusta buray. Hawthorn Lodge, Bushey Park, Spinster. 
Oct 8 Comp. Reg Oct 
C.wsera, Ann, Dudiey, 1 Furniture Dealer. Oct 9. Comp. 
Reg wag 10. 
Cesana, Vita, & Samuel Cesana, Westbourne grove, Confectioners. 
Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Chambers, Joun, Manchester, Tailor. Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Cuambers, Jas, Blenheim crescent, Notting hill, Engineer. Oct 7. 
Asst. Keg Oct 10, 
Ciarlton, Wan — Alnwick, Northumberland, Draper. Sept 16, 
Asst. Reg Oct i 
ee Thos Bawa, Hartlepool, Durham, Painter. Oct 8. Comp. 
# Oc 
Looper, Ue a Clinton, Gloucester st, Pimlico, Auctioneer. Oct 7. 
Comp. Reg Oct 10 
Coote, Edward, Pump row, Old street road, Cabinet Maker. Oct 7. 
Comp, Reg Oct 9 
Cork, Chas, Crewe ‘Town, Monks Coppenhall, Chester, Tuilor. Oct 8. 
Uomp. Reg Oct 10. 
fing Ost Wm, & Saul Head, Leeds, Machine Makers. Oct!. Asst. 
t lu. 
Craiz, Jas, Rhyl, Flint, Bootmaker. Oct 7. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 
Craig, John Stewart, Richmond, Secretary. Oct 7. Oomp. Reg Oct 10. 
—. ye Sussex Lodge, New Hampton, Gent. Oct 2. Comp, 
gz Or 
ag Walter, Sittingbourne, Kent, Painter. Sept 22. Comp. 
% Oc 
Cuter, lary Ann, Foxley-road, Brixton, Widow. Sept 16. Comp. 
2% Oct lo, 
yg ay 9 Church st, Bethnal-green, Carpeater. Oct 5, Comp. 
wg Oct 
Daws, Augustus,  aeteaae st, Caledonian-rd, Cab Proprietor. Oct 6. 
Comp. Keg Oct 1 
‘De Monchaux, Chas, Legrand, Panton sq, Haymarket, Hotel Proprie- 
tor, Ucw7, Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Damond, John Ross, Roper rl, West g-een, Doctor. Oct6. Comp. 
Reg Oct 10, 
» Hy Arnold, Crawford st, Marylebone, Coachsmith. Oct 7. 
Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
DVlver, Isaac Arthur, Mile end rd. Doctor. Oet6. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
om jua, Edgware rd, China Dealer. Oct 1. Cump. Reg 
Dray, Jas, Brighton, Dairyman. Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 16. 
Dugan, Geo, Outfitter, Portsmouth, Oct 1. Asst. Rez Oct 10, 
Dasa, Thos, Mitcuam, Surrey, Builder, Oct ¥. Asst. Keg Oct 10. 








Dyer, Alfred K; ton, Cannon st, Gent. Oct9. Asst. Reg Oct 10, 
Dyson, a x Lee Dyson, Huddersfield, York, Wholesale Grocers. 
Oct 1. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
~ ge Geo, Kingston, Licensed Victualler. Sept 28. Asst. Reg 
t 


Edeveam, Richd Fras, Eaton Chas, Boulogne, France, Barrister-at-Law. 
Oct 6. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 

Edwards, John Arthur, Wellington sq, Chelsea, Lodging-house Keeper. 
Sept 28. Asst, Reg Oct t 10. 

Elliott, John Garrett, Giltspur st, Printer. Oct 1. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 

Ellis, Thos, Sussex st, Pimlico, Gentleman. Oct 9. UVomp. Keg 


Oct 10. 

Ellis, io, & Wm Hy xia, eed -upon-Hull, Corn Merchants. 
Sept Comp. Reg Oct 

Ellis "eawa, Wednesbury, Stafford, Auctioneer. Oct 9. Comp. Reg 


Oct 1 
Ellis, Thos Harvey, Birmingham, Tailor. Oct8. Comp. Reg. Oct 10. 
Emmerson, John Parker, Scarborough, York, Builder. Oct 7. Comp. 


Reg Oct 10. 

— Richd, Strood, Kent, out of business. Sept 23. Comp. 
eg Oct 10. - 

Field, Chas, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Gentleman. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 


t 9. 
Fish, Ri eg Audenshaw, Lancaster, Manufacturer. Sept 26. Asst. 
% Oc 


Fleming, ‘ie. Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Beer and Wins 


Retailer. Oct 6. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
_ wo & Ambrose, Benyon rd, Kingsland, Public Accountant. Oct 
omp. Re 
Sener, David, Bernard st, Russell sq, Provision Agent. Oct ¥. 
Comp. Reg Oc 
Folch, Ng Vincent, Prisoner for Debt, Gentleman. Oct 8. Comp. 
ct 
Foster, Geo Alaoome, Addiscombe, a Croydon, Stock and Share 
Broker. Sept 19. Comp. Keg Octl 
Fullford, ‘abeaham Blick, Lowman rd, , a rd, Holloway, Superi:- 
tendant. Oct 6. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Garman, Hy John, Grange rd, Bermondsey, out of business. Oct 9. 
Comp. Reg Oct 10 
Gawthorp, Wm, & Benj Gawthorp, Bradford, York, Merchants. Sept 25. 
Asst. Reg Occ 10. 
Enos, Davies Son, ‘Carmarthen, Pontively, out of business, Oct 5. 
Comp. Reg O 


ct 9. 
| Gibbs, Walter Const, Bath, Professor of Music. Oct6. Asst. Reg 


Oct 10. 

Glanfield, Wm, Francis st, Tottenham-ct-rd, Tailor. Oct 5. Comp, 
Reg Oct 10. 

Glenn, John, Willow walk, Crouch End, Hornsey, Builder. Oct 7. Comp. 
Reg Oct 10, 

Gooddie, Geo, Manch, Licensed Victualler. Sept 17. Comp. Reg 


Oct 10. 

bag ery Fredc John, Charles st, St James’s sq, Gent. Oct 5. Asst. 

g Oct 9. 

Grayson, Danl, Over, nr Winsford, Chester, Draper. Sept 14. Comp. 
Reg Oct 10. 

Green, ae Laurence Pountney hill, Iron Merchant. Sept 30. Asst 
Reg Oct 

Haigh, Edwin, pare Haigh, Huddersfield, York, Tailors. Sept 29. 
Asst. Reg Oct 9 

Hagaard, Hy, Grays, Essex, Wine Merchant. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 


Sulies, Fredk, Hounslow, Draper. Sept 22. Asst. Reg Oct 16. 
Hancock, Walter, Gt Western ter, Paddington. Oct 9. Comp. Reg 


Oct 9. 

Hand, — Delph, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Sept 25. Comp. 
Reg Oct 10. 

Harding, J John Edmd, Bridge st, Sate Hat Trimming Manufac- 
turer. Oct 8, Asst. Reg Oct I 

Hardwick, Geo, North Ormesby, Yotk, Builder. Sept 16. Comp. Reg 
Uct 10. 

Harris, Sidney hag Y seaaie sq, Pentonville, House Agent. Sept 29 
Comp. Reg Oct t ; 

Harrison, Jas, Birm, “Bateher. Sept 29. Comp, Reg Oct 10 

Hart, Thos, Blackburn, Lancaster, Manufacturer. Oct 6. “Inspector- 
ship. Reg Oct 10. 

Hawkes, “ Heath e Cambridge heath, Shoe Manufacturer. Oct 9. 
Comp. Reg Oct 1 

Tlayes, Hy, “Gusens Bayswater, Dealer in Wines. Oct 8, Comp. 
Reg Oc 

Heath, Wan "Bawin Camden road, Camden town, Engineer. Ot 1. 
Comp. Reg Oct 9 

Hepworth, John, Manch, Dining Room Proprietor. Sept 29. Asst. Reg 

10. 


Oct 
Hewett, Hy, Lymington, Hampshire, Saddler. Sept 15. Asst. Reg 
t 10. 


Hidden, ‘Chas, Trinidad pl, even. ws Islington, Pianoforte Manu- 
faeturer. Oct7. Comp. Reg Oc 
. Wm Fredk, Northampton, bl Seller. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 


Honeys, Pak New North rd, Islington, Baker. Sept 24. Comp. 
Reg Oct 

Hope, ay Frede, + sq, St George’s rd, Land Surveyor. Oct 9 
Comp. Reg Oct t 

Hopgood, Chas, ee ol Hants, Dealer in Wood. Oct 2. Asst. Reg 


t 8. 
a Robt Sterry, Norwich, Boat Builder. Oct 9. Comp. Reg 
Oct 10. 


Houghton, Chas, Portsea, Hants, Architect. Oct9. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Hughes, David, St Margaret’s ct, Southwark, Egg Merchant. Oct 8. 
Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Hurworth, Louis, Kingston-upon-Hull, Watchmaker. Oct 6. Comp. 
10. 


Reg Oct 
Idenden, Thos Burren, Clifton ter, Battersea, Builder. Oct 6. Comp. 


Reg Oct 10, 

Inman, Thos, Norfolk ter, Westbourne grove, Bayswater, Auctioneer. 
Uct 10, Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Jackson, John, Gracccnurch st, Mechanical Engineer. Sept 15. Asst. 


Keg Uct 10. 
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“a era Farringdon st, Cnmmission Agent. Oct9. Comp. Reg 


same, ‘eaward, Orchard ter, Starch green, Shepherd’s bush, Ironmon- 
Oct 7. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Senkina, , John, Hornsey rd, Holloway, Stonemascn. Oct7. Comp. Reg 


Jerningham, Adolphns Frederick, & James Coleman, Rye hill park 
Estate, Peckham rye, Builders. Oct 1. Inspectorship. Reg Oct 10. 
Jones, Jas, Walmer pl, Clarendon rd, Notting hill, and Robt Archibald, 
Liverpool, Drapers. Oct 7. Comp. Reg Oct10, 

Jones, Chas, Prince’s mews, Prince’s — Bayswater, Job and Post 
Master. Sept 28. Comp. Reg Uct 

a ad Sittinghourne, Kent, ‘General Dealer. Oct 2. Comp. 


Kain, Patrick, Sheffied, Provision Dealer. Oct 1. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 
Koes Thos, Church Stretton, Salop, Tailor. Sept 21. Comp. Reg 


Keene, Fredk, Wycomb ter, Hornsey rd, Holloway, Furniture Dealer. 
Sept29. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Keene, Fay Tyson, Stowe rd, Hammersmith, Publican. Oct 5. Comp. 


Kenyon, Hartley, Newton Heath, Manch, Mannfacturing Chemist. Sept 
29. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 


= = — bee Highbury cres, Highbury, Printer. Oct.7. Asst. 
eg Oc 

Kann, Fredric, , Ledbury rd, Bayswater, Baker. Sept.28. Comp. Reg 
— Robt Lockie, Worcester, Bank Cashier. Oct 8. Asst. Reg 


ae Francois, York-bldgs, Strand, Wine Merchant. Oct 6. Comp. 

g Oct | 

are. hog "Sohn, King’s-rd, Bedford-row, Architect. Oct 8. Comp. 
if 

Lamb, ae. _ mee Smallware Dealer. Oct 6. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Langton, Hy, Maidenhead, Berks, Brewer. Oct9. Comp. Reg 


Lapham, Geo, Lpool, Baker. Oct 9. Comp. Reg Oct 1 


—_ a Cardiff, Glamorgan, Ship Chandler. Ost 9. Comp. 
gz Oct 10. 
Levene, Solomon, Carter-st, Cutler-st, Houndsditch, Clothier. Oct 7. 


Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
nowt tae Birchin-lane, Insurance Broker. 


. 


Oct 8. Comp. Reg 

Levy, Mark, Powis ter, Colville-sq, Kensington-pk, Plumber. Oct 7. 
Comp. Reg Oct t 10. 

“—, —_ Crickhowel, Brecon, Bootmaker. Oct 6. Asst. Reg 

t 10. 

Lewis, Robt, & Robt Joseph Lewis, James’-st, Piccadilly, Tobacconists, 
Oct 9. Inspectorship. Reg Oct } 

—— Edwd Abbotts, Birm, Coal Merchant. Oct 9. Comp. Reg 


Littlewood, Jas, & Fred rg ory » enamicrraee Lancaster, Wire 
Drawers. Sept 14. Conv. Reg Oct 

—_, _ Warminster, Wilts, Le. Draper. Sept 14. Asst. 
eg 

Lloyd, Oliver Wimburn, St Swithin’s-lane, Gent. Oct 9. Arrange- 
ment. Reg Oct 10, 

—_ a Dalston terrace, Kingsland gate, Solicitor. Oct7. Comp. Reg 

t 


Longman, Albert, Seuthampton, Builder. Sept 26. Asst. Reg 
ict 9. 
—S Wm, Burnley, Lancaster, Stone Merchant, Oct8. Asst. Reg 


— Jas, Southsea, Southampton, Brewer. Sept 29. Comp. Reg 
— Jas Hewett, York rd, Wandsworth, Builder. Sept 29. Comp. Reg 


Mason, John » Manchester, Beer Retailer. Oct 2. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 

Mathie, Jas, ‘Clapham, Builder. Oct 2. Comp, Reg Oct 10. 

yy Jas, Strand, Lamp Manufacturer, Sept 23. Comp. Reg 
t 10. 

a 2a Bridge, Sittingbourne, Kent, Builder. Oct 9. Comp. 
eg 

Maycock, Thos, Blackburn, York, Farmer. Oct 3. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 

McCalla, ‘Saml, Lorrimore rd, Walworth, Draper. Oct 2. Asst. Reg 


ct 10. 
MeConrt, Michael, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Clothier. Sept 22. Comp. Reg 
Oct 


Middleton, Thos, West "ae Durham, Temperance Hotel Keeper. 
Oct 8. ‘Asst. Reg Oct 
or 74 Stephen, be, “Stafford, Stationer. Oct 5. Comp. Reg 


—'s Henry Metcalfe, Crooked lane, Architect. Oct 2. Comp. 

eg 

Moody, “adel Northumberlund place, Paddington, Gentleman. Oct 8. 
Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Moore, John, Euston rd, Ironmonger. Oct 7. Comp. Reg Oct 1 

—, wii Scarborough, York, Builder. Sept 16. poe Reg 


Moorhouse, Geo, Manch, Beerseller. Oct6. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Morris, Laban, Twickerham, Baker. Sept 14. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Moorton, Jas pl Queen’s rd, Buckhurst hill, Treamenger. Oct 1. 
Comp.’ Reg Oct 9 

Mortimer, eal, Bradford, York, Machine Maker. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 


t 10 
— Hugh, Sunderland, Durham, Draper. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 


— Yogi Birmingham, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Oct 8. Comp.. 

eg Oct 

— eps High st, New Brentford, Marine Store Dealer. Oct 10. Comp 

eg 

Nelson, Beaty Cramlington, & Jas Tate Patterson, Sunderland, Dur- 
ham, Clothiers. Sept 18. Asst. Reg Oct 8. 

Newman, Saml Chas, — Bristol, Officer in Her Majesty’s Cus- 
toms. Oct 9. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 

Nixon, Thos, Stoke-upon-"s rent, Stafford, Shoemaker, Oct 7. Comp. 
Reg Oct 10, 








7 f+" sds Sale, Chester, Licensed Victualler. Oct 6. Asst, 


oid hos, St Ives, Cornwall, Bootmaker. “Sept 29. {Comp. Reg Oct 10, 
Oswin, Fredk, Upper Berkeley st, Dentist. Oct 2, Comp. Reg Oct 10, 
Pacy, Wm, Kirkda ale, Lancaster, Grocer. Oct 2. Comp. Reg Oct 9, 

—- Buta, Newbury, Berks, Provision Merchant. Oct 8. Asst, 


Reg Oct 1 
Phillips, Geo, & Albert Billings, Bristol, Sop and Candle Manuface 
turers. Oct7. Inspectorship. Oct 1 
Phillips, Wm, Holland rd, Notting hill, 4. Keeper. Sept 25, 
Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Pogron, Hy, Lockwood, nr Huddersfield, out of business. Oct 1. Comp 
Reg 


— Hancock, Newbury, Berks, Draper. Oct 7, Asst. Reg 
t 


Port, Geo, Birm, Painter. Sept 26. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
i sen, Bramley, Surrey, Grocer. 


Proston, Chas Ernest a Stamford rd, Fulham, Articled Clerk. Oct 
5. Comp. Reg Oct 9 

Price, Geo, Claverton st, “Pimlico, Gent. Sept 26. Comp. Reg Oct 10, 

Prince, Jas, Sunningdale, Berks, Gent. Oct 9. Comp. Reg Oct 10, 

Procter, Thos, Lpool, Publican. Sept 15. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

= Wn, — Hertford, Provision Merchant. Sept 19, 


mp. Reg Oct} 

Quetcle Jas, Werden rd, Kentish town, Licensed Victualler. Sept 18.. 
Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Ratcliff, Robt, Upton, Essex, Builder. Oct 7. Comp. Rez Oct 9. 

Read. Ruth, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Dressmaker. Oct 6. Comp, 
Reg Oct 10, 

Reeves, George, jun, Comberton road, Upper Clapton, Licensod Vic. 
tualler. Oct9. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

maroc Edmund, Landport, Southampton, Printer. Oct 7. Comp, 


t 9. 

Reynolds, J John James, Wellington street, Stand, Hatter. Oct7. Comp. 
Reg Oct } 

nay Desmond Fitzgerald, Duke street, St James, Gentleman. 
Oct 10. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Rigby, ie & Joseph Rigby, Manchester, Brassfounders, Oct 8. Comp. 

‘4 
er Henry James, Bath, Somerset, Milliner. Oct 6. Asst. Reg 


Robinson, Alfred, Castle street, Falcon square, Wholesale Hosier. Oct 1, 
Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Ropottom, William Alfred, Portsea, Hants, Baker. Oct 8. Asst. Reg 
ee » Jas, Sittingbourne, Kent, Carpenter. (Cct 2, 
Oct 1 
Roe, Hy Jas, Lpool, Merchant. Oct 1. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Rowlinson, _— Barnes, York-rd, Lambeth, Clerk. Oct 9. Comp. 
eg 
Rutherford, Fras, West Hartlepool, Durham, Glass Merchant. Oct & 
Asst. Reg Oct 10. 
Salmon, Eliz, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, House Painter. Oct 5. Asst. Reg 


Comp. Reg 


Oct 10. 
we or eh Benj, Lever-st, St Luke's, Canister Maker. Oct 8. Comp. 
eg 
ay von ‘Carey, South Penge-pk, Builder, Sept 25. Comp. Reg 
t 10. 
es John, Billiter-st, Guano Merchant. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 
t 9. 
Seebohm, Hy, & Edwin May Eggar, Sheffield, Paver Manufacturers, Oct 
8. Comp. Reg Oct 
— Wm Hy, Windsor, Berks, Tailor. Sept 14. Comp, Reg 
Oct 1 
— Robt Matthew, King’s Cross, Col Merchant. Oct 5. Asst. Reg 
t 10 


ic! . 

Shaw, gr Huddersfield, York, Woollen Cloth Merchant. Oct9. Comp. 
Reg 10, 

—— Saml, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Butcher. Oct7. Comp. Reg 


Sibley, Thos, ba nega’ = Ranelagh-grove, Pimlico, Cigar Dealer. 
Ort 9. Asst. Reg 10. 

Simcock, Abraham, hort Dock, Pembroke, Dealer in Earthenware. 
Oct 9. Comp. Reg Oct “ 

Si Hy, South raper. Oct9. Comp. Reg O:t 10 

Smith, Jas Hy, Oxford- st, Coevet Maker. Oct9. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

se Geo, Newcastle- -upon-Tyne, out ofbusiness. Oct9. Asst. Reg 


Oct 8. 





10. 
spindelow, Hy, Bloomsbury, China Dealer. Comp. Reg 


Roem, Hy Wm, South-villas, Greenwich, Surveyor. Oct 9. Asst. Reg 
Oct 10. 


Stedman, Alfd, Oxford-st, Portobello-ter, Notting hill, Cheesemonger. 
Oct 1. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Stone, Wm, & Wm Winkworth, Poolespark, Holloway, Builders, Oct 1. 
Asst. Reg Oct 10. 
, scenes, Inkerman-rd, Kentish-town, Clerk. Oct7. Comp. 
eg 
ba eveghg Nunn, Stoke Newington, School Master. 
eg 
Strickland, Geo, Buckingham Palace rd, Pimlico, Lodging Housekeeper. 
Sept 30. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
stabbe, ed Ogle, Manor pl, Wansworth rd, Grocer. Oct 9. Comp. 
ict 
Syers, Morris Roberts, Gt St Helens, Gent. Oct 9. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Talbot, Chas Arthur Chetwynd, Preston brook, Chester, Esq. Oct 10. 
Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Tattérsall, Lord, New Brown st, Lancaster, Comm Merchant. Oct 8. 
Asst. Reg Oct 10. 
keg 0 Fredk Owen, Kingston upon Hull, Broker. Sept 17. Asst. 
Reg Oct 16. 
ale, Wm, Haslemere, Surr rey Baker. Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Theodoria sd —— Batterseapk, Comm Agent. Oct 8. 
mp. Reg 
Thomson, Wm, Sunderland, Durham, Grocer. Oct 7. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 
Thorpe, Ja; St George’s pl, Hyde pk, Jeweller, Oct2. Comp, kg 


Oct 6. Comp. 


Sept 30. Asst. Reg: . 





Zolezite: lo 
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qindall, Geo, Huddersfield, York, Stationer. Sept 24. Asst. Reg 


10. 
got, es Henri, Lpool. Oct 9. Comp. Reg Oct 10, 
Tomlinson, Job, Thame, Oxford, Watchmaker, Oct 9. Asst. Reg Oct 10, 
Tracey, Hy, Richd Southall, & Joseph Watson, Pond st, Hampstead, 
, Oct 6. Inspectorship. Reg Oct 10, 
|, Edwd Hy, Sittingbourne, Kent, out of business. Sept 22. 
Comp. Reg Oct 10. 
Tueski, Hy, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Walker, Maria bm yo Aubrey rd, Notting hill, Widow. Oct 1. 
Reg 


4 t 10. 
Wad. Robt, Stockton upon Tees, Durham, Painter. Sept 30. Asst. 
Oct 10. 
of Geo, Marlboro’ rd, Peckham, Builder. Cct 8. Comp. Reg 
Oct 10. 
Waring, John Hugh, Camden grov», Peckham, Gent. Sept 2!1. Comp. 
10 


Watson, Geo, Dewsbury, York, Joiner. Oct 1. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 
Welchman, John, Spring grove, South Lambeth, Gent. Oct 5. Asst. 


Oct 10. 

wee, Alfred Edwd, Crosby hall chambers, Bishopsgate st, Merchant. 
Oct6, Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Wheldon, Geo Augustus, Victoria grove, Stoke Newington, out of busi- 
ness. Oct9. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Whitmore, John Pescod, Norris st, St James’s, Comm Agent, Oct 8. 
Comp. Reg Oct J0. 

Whittaker, Edwin, Hurst, nr Ashton under Lyme, Gent, Oct 3. 
Asst. Reg Oct 10. 

Wildsmitb, Wm, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Furniture Broker. Sept 19. 
Asst. Reg Oct 10. 

Wiles, Chas, Rainham, Kent, Beershop Keeper. Oct 8. Asst. Reg 

t 9. 


Oct 9. 
Wikinson, Hy, Darham, Innkeeper. Oct 1. Comp. Reg Oct 9. 
Williams, Edwd, Rye lane, Peckham, Builder, Aug 21, Comp. Reg 


Oct 10. 

Wiliazs, — Eustis, Swansea, Glamorgan, Chemist. Oct !. Comp. 
Reg Oct 10. 

Willment, Saml Wm, Gt Nev-port st, Leicester sq,Comm Merchant. 
Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Willmott, Joseph, Mitford pl, Tottenham ct rd, Timber Merchant. 
Sept 30. Comp. Reg Oct 8. 

Wilson, John, West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. Oct 1. Asst. Reg 


Oct 10, 
Wilson, Andrew, Bexley Heath, Kent, Gent. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 
Jet | 


Oct 10. 

Wilson, Edwd Hy, Park Walk, Fulham rd, Chelsea, Betting Agent. 
Oct 5. Comp. Reg Oct 10, 

Wilson, Wm, South Stockton, York, Tailor. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 
Oct 10, 

Wilson, Jas, Victoria villas, King Edward’s rd, South Hackney, €omm 
Agent. Oct7. Comp. Keg Oct 9. 

Wi tshire, > Fredk, Salisbury, Wilts, Music Seller. Oct 8. omp. 
t22 Oct 10. 

Winscom, Edwin, Claremont ter, Wandsword rd, Clapham, Secretary. 
Ost 9. Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Wee See, Eee, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 20- Comp. 
Leg Oct 10. 

= Edwd, Stoke ugon Trent, Stafford, Potter. Oct 3. Comp. Reg 


Wren, John Walter Crawley, Tottenham ct rd, Upholsterer. Oct 7, 
Comp, Reg Oct 10. 

byes shes, Market Garrow, Durham, Butcher. .Sept 28. Asst. 
Reg Oct 10. 

Wemerk, Fenny Jane, Holloway rd, Widow. Sept 28. Comp. Reg 


Bankruypts. 
Frivay, Oct. 9, 1868. 
To Surrender in London. 


Bingham, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct (for 7 pau). 
Pepys. Oct 27 at 1. Biddles, South-sg, Gray’s-inn. 
Callard, Sam!, Ashdown-st, Kentish-town, Builder. Pet Oct 5. Pepys. 
Oct 23 at 12, Hodgson & Co, Salisbury-st, 
Carnac, Jas Hy Sproule Rivett, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 
5. Pepys. Oct 2i at 1. Lewis & Co, Ely-pl, Holborn. 
Cul.en, Morris, Holloway-rd, Dealer in Toys, Pet Oct 5. Pepys. Oct 
23ut1. Solomon, here! 
Cornell, Edwd, Leman-st, Whitechapel, Baker. Pet Oct 7. Oct 27 at 
12, Shearman, Little Tuwer-st. 
Tyre, Arthur Stanhope, Piccadilly, Printer. Pet Jan 16. Pepys. 
Oct 27 at ll, Palmer & Co, Bedford-row. 
Fallan, John Michael, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 6 (for pau). 
Pepys. Oct 27 at 11. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 
Field, John, Brighton, Sussex, Fruiterer. Pet Oct 6. Pepys. Oct 23 
atl2, Linklaters & Co, Wallbrook. 
Fisher, Chas, Henley-on-Thames, Oxford, Builder. Pet Oct7. Roche. 
Oct 27 at 1. Peddell, Basinghall-st. 
Franklin, Richd, Paulerspury, Northampton, Grocer. Pet Sept 25. 
Oct 27 at 12. Risley & Co, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Grabam, Thos, York-rd, King’s-cross, Fruit Salesman. Pet Sept 24. 
Oct 27 at 12. Webster, Businghall-st. 
Hall, Geo Hall, Somerset-ter, Willesden, Builder Pet Oct 2. Pepys. 
Oct 23. at il Lamb, Bedford-row. 
Fi', Chas, High-row, Silver-st, Kensington, Pork Butcher. Pet Oct 5. 
Pepys. Oct 23 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Hilton, Thos, High-st, Poplar, Pewterer. Pet Oct 3. Pepys. Oct 22 
atl, Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 
Ilucker, Chas,Slongh, Buckingham, Baker. Pet Oct 6. Pepys. Oct 
23atl. Vizard & Co Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Humphrey, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 3 (for pau). 
Pepys. “Oct £3 at 12. Biddles, Sonth-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
James, Jas» Hy, Collegs-st, Camden-town, Tobacconist, Pet Oct 7. 
3 Yepys. Oct 27 at 12. Mason, Symond’s-inn, Chancery-lane. 
ffery, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Oct 5. 9 Oct 27 
dena wre joe Thames-st. 
g8, Alfred, Deal, hent, Butcher, Pet Oct 7, Pepys. Oct 27 
atll. Moss, Gracechurch-st. ee 





Kerr, Thos, Edgware-rd, Druggist’s Assistant, Pet Oct 3. Pepys. 
Oct 23 at11. Andrews, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Kirk, John, Hoddesdon, Herts, out of business. Pet Oct 6. Pepys. 

t 23ati. Steadman, London-wall. 

Llewellyn, Thos, York-st, Walworth, Builder. Pet Oct3. Pepys. Oct 
22 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Marks, Nahaam, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 7 (for pau). 
Pepys. Oct 27 at 12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Minty, John, Royal-st, Lambeth, Builder. Pet Oct 3. Pepys. Oct: 
22 atl. Chipperfield, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Norman, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 6 (for pau). Pepys. 
Oct 27 at 1. Edwards, Bush-lane. 

Page, Alfred Warren, High-st, North Woolwich, out of business. Pet 
Oct 5. Pepys. Oct 22 at1. Beard, Basinghall-st, 

Palfrey, Chas, Heddon-st, Regent-st, General shop-keeper. Pet Oct 
5. Pepys. Oct 23at1. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Peters, Edwd John, Cotton-st, Burdett-rd, Shipwright. Pet Oct 2. 
Pepys. Oct 22at11. Keene & Co, Lower Thames-st. 

Robertson, Chas Jas, Fish-st-hill, Accountant. Pet Oct 3. Pepys. 
Oct 22 at!. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Rogers, Sarah Lucretia, Nelson-ter, Stoke Newington, Stay Maker. [Pet 
Oct 5. Pepys. t 22 atl. King, Birchin-iane. 

Sanger, Geo, City-rd, Photographer. PetUct6. Pepys. Oct 23 at 12. 
Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Stanbufy, Wm, Dorset-cottages, Chiswick, Watch Manufacturer. Pst 
Oct 2. Pepys. Oct 22at 11. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 

Steer, Geo, Basingnstoke, Hants, Corn Dealer. Pet Uct 6. Rocke> 
Oct 27 at 11. Jay, Thanet-pl, Strand. 

Sterling, Hy Peter, Dunford-rd East, Holloway, Journeyman Gold Cut- 
ter. Pet Oct 5. Pepys. Oct 23 at 12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s- 


inn. 

Walker, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 5 (for pau). Pepys. 
Oct 23 atl. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney-rd. 

Whelpley, Wm Walker, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 7 (for 
pau). Roche. Oct 27 at 12, Parsons, King William-st, Charing~ 
cross. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Ashfield, Alfd, East Hanney, Berks, Hawker of Fish. Pet Sept 2% 
Jotcham. Wantage, Oct 19 at 2. Thompson, Oxford. 

Ashton, Wm, Holsworthy, Devon, Shopkeeper. Pet Oct 5. Coham. 
Holsworthy, Oct 21 at 3. Lanyon. 

Bailey, John, Dudley, Worcester, Fishmonger. Pet Oct 7. Hill. Birm, 
Oct 21 at12. Fallows, Birm. 

Baines, John, jun, Middlesbrough, York, Journeyman Tailor, Pet Oct6. 
Crosby. Middlesbrough, Oct 22 at 11. Dobson, Middlesbrough. 

Binns, Robt, Rochdale, Lancaster, Coachman. Pet Oct6. Jackson. 
Rochdale, Oct 21 at 10. Holland, Rochdale. 

Bowker, Wm Timm, & Jas Grimshaw, Droylsden, Lancaster, Size Manu- 
facturers. Pet Oct 7. Fardell, Manch, Oct 26 at11. Jones, Maucr. 

Boyle, Thos Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Sept 14. Hime. 

pool, Oct 19 at 3. 

Boyes, Jas, Silsden, York, Draper. Pet Oct 7. Keighley, Oct 28 at 3. 
Paget. Skipton. 

Briggs, Robt, Birm, Butcher. Pet Oct7. Hill. Birm, Oct 21 at 12. 
Rowlands, Birm. 

Butler, Edwin, Lpool, Comm Agent, Pet Oct 5. Lpool, Oct 20 at ll. 
Blackhurst, Lpool. 

Byard, Thos, Newent, Gloucester. Pet Oct5. Cooke. Newent, Oct 
20 atll. Hankins, Newent. 

Catherall, John, Prisoner for Debt, Fiint. Adj Sept 16. Porter. 
Chester, Oct 20 at 12. Churton, Chester. 

Coasby, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj Sept 17. Howard. 
Portsmouth. Oct 27 at 12. 

Cooper, Geo Alfd, Leicester, Grazier. Pet Oct 2. Ingram, Leicester, 
Oct 24 at 10. Owston, Leicester. 

Davies, Thos, Lpool, Linen Draper. Pet Oct 5. Lpool, Oct 22 at Il. 
Etty, Lpool. 

Featherston, Nathaniel Jas, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Saddier. Pet 
Sept 30. Hill. Birm, Oct 21 at12. Brown, Birm. 

Felstead, Cubitt, Norwich, Blacksmith. Pet Oct 7. Palmer. Nor- 
wich, Oct 2i at ll. Atkinson, Norwich. 

Field, Hy, Frant, Sussex, Blacksmith. Pet Oct8, Alleyne. Tonbridge 
Wells, Oct 26 at 3. Cripps, Tonbridge Wells. 

Fielding, Robt, West Kinnard’s Ferry, Owston, Lincoln, Tailor. Pet 
Oct 2; Burton. Gainsborough, Oct 20 at 11. Hayes, Gainsborough. 

French, John, Sunderland, Durham, Ship Owner. Pet Sept 15. Gib- 
= Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Oct 20 at 12. Snowball & Allison, Sun- 

rland, 

Gadd, Joseph Wolstencroft, Stretford, nr Manch, no business, Pet 
Oct 2. Coppock. Stockport, Oct 23 at 12. Stringer, Manch. 

Gallimore, Wells, Deputy Vicar Choral. PetOct7. Lovell. Wells, 
Oct 24at lz. Hobbs & Seal. 

Greasby, Thos, Lincoln, Grocer. Pet Oct6. Uppleby. Lincoln, Oct 
26 atli. Rex, Lincoln. 

Grontage, Geo, Birm, Spade Maker. Pet Oct7. Guest. Birm, Oct 
30 at 10. Duke, Birm. 

Haswell, Wm Goodacre, Everton, nr Lpool, Parish Officer. Pet Oct 3. 
Hime. Lpool, Oct 22 at 3. Blackhurst, Lpool. 

Hitchcock, Thos, Plymouth, Devon, Dealer in Flour. Pet Sept 30. 
Exeter, Oct 29 at 12.30. Cleave & Sparkes, Crediton. 

Kemp, John, Heanor, Derby, Grocer. Pet Sept 29. Ingle. Belper, 
Oct 20 at 10. Heath, Derby. 

Knight, Jobn, Gt Gastorton, Rutland, Publican. Pet Oct 5. Sheild & 
Hough. Stampford, Oct 26 at 11. Law, Stampford. 

Langston, John, Bolton, Lancaster, Clerk. Pet Oct 7. Holden. Bolton, 
Oct 21 atii. Clark. Oldham. 

Lant, Eliz, Manch, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 5. Macrae. Manch, 
Oct 23 at li. Simpson, Manch, 

Macey, Fredk, Ilminister,Somerset,Grocer. Pet Oct 5. Dommett. 
Chard. Oct 19 at 10. Pauli, Iminster. 

Mansell, Matthew, Weilington, Salop, Bricklayer. Pet Aug 26. Nevill. 
Wellington, Oct 23 at 11, ‘l'aylor, Wellington. 

McDermott, Eliz, Carnarvon, Marine Store Dealer, Pet Oct 6, Lpool, 
Oct 22 at 12. Eyton, Flint. 

Mumford, Wm, Dudley Port, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Oct 5. Walker. 
Dudley, Uct 22 at 12, Stokes, Dudley. 

Nicholas, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj Sept 18 (for paz). 
Blake. Newport, Oct 24 at 12, Beckingsale, Newport. 
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Pardy, Wm, Yeovil, Somerset, Glove Manufacturer. Pet Sept 24, 
Exeter, Oct 19 at 11.30. Slade & Son, Yeovil. 

Parr, Geo Askew, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham, Pet Sept 29. Ingle. 
Belper, Oct 20 at 11. Belk, Nottingham. 

Parry, Chas, & Caleb David Watson, Lpool, Coal Merchants. Pet Oct 5. 
Lpool, Oct 19 at 11, Forrest, Lpool. 

Pearce, Jas Fras, St Cleve, Corawall, Grocer. Pet Oct 5. Childs. Lis- 
keard, Oct 24at 11. Coad, Liskeard. 

Pickersgil!l, Edwin, Southport, Lancaster, Cloth Merchant. Pet Oct 7. 
Lpool, Oct 26 at 12. Duke & Goffey, Lpvol. 

Price, Jas, & Fras Lucas, Birkenhead, Chester, Coal Merchants. Jet 
Oct 7. Lpool, Oct 21 atil. Dodge, Lpvol. 

Robinson, Annie, North Hykeham, Lincoln, Widow. Pet Oct 5. Uppte- 
by. Lincoln, Oct 20 at 11. Toynbee & Larken, Lincoln. 

Robson, John, Cumberland, Ainstable, Labourer, Pet Oct3. “arty. 
Penrith, Oct 19 at 10, Arnison, Penrith. 

‘Rushton, Aaron, Spondon, Derby, Journeyman Butcher. Tet Oct 5. 
Weller. Derby, Oct 2latil. Briggs. Derby. 

‘Ryley. John, Withington, Lancaster, Mechanical Draughtsman, Pet 
Oct 6. Coppock. Stockport, Oct 23 at 1%. Horner, Manch. 

:Seccombe, Wm Clymo, Dan] John Large, Newport, Monmouth, Linen 
Drapers. Pet Oct 5. Wilde. Bristol, Oct2latll. Greenway & 
Bytheway, Pontypool. 

Slater, Thos, Manch, Axle-tree Manufacturer. Pet Oct 6, Fardell. 
Manch, Oct 28 at 12. Slater & Barling, Manch. 

Straw, Geo, Mexborough, York, Shopkeeper. Pet Oct 2. Shirley. 
Doncaster, Oct 23 at 12, Woodhead, Doncaster. 

Thomas, Kichd, Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. Pet Oct 6. Wilde. Bris- 
tol, Oct 21 at 11. Pain, Newport. 

Thornhill, Wm Hy, Shrewsbury, Salop, Railway Agent. Pet Oct 5. 
Peele. Shrewsbury, Oct 21 at 10. Chandler, Shrewsbury. 

Tucker, Robt, Northampton, Grocer. Pet Oct 6, Dennis, Northampton, 
Oct 24at 10. Tomalin, Northampton. 

Wadds, John, Barrowden, Rutland, Grocer. Pet Sept 30. Sheild. 
Uppingham, Oct 15 at 3. Law, Stamford. 2 
‘Ward, Jvseph, Stockport, Warwick, Boat Builder. Pet Oct 5. Hill. 

Birm, Oct 21 at 12. Wright, Leamington. 
Wilson, Robt, Dudiey, Worcester, Draper. PetOct2, Hill. 
Oct 21 at 12, James & Griffin, Birm, 


Tuesvay, Oct, 13, 1868. 
To Surrender in London. 

Blakley, Geo, sen, Essex-st, Bethnal-green-rd, Cab Driver. Pet Oct 6. 
Pepys. Oc 23 atl. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 

Ciinton, Albert Sidney Pe:ham, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 3. 
Pepys. Oct 30at1l. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Eliis, Hy, Wellington-st, Rotherhithe, out of business, Pet Oct 7. 
Pepys. Oct 27 at il. Dobie, Basirghall-st. 

Fianagan,Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 7 (for pau). Pepys. 
Oct 29 4t tl. Dobson, Coleman-st, Mile-end. 

Frost, Edwd, Mavon-rd, Forest-hill, Builder, PetOct9. Pepys. Oct 
29 atl. Long, Pitfield-st, Hoxton. 
lenn, Wm Capes, Chatham, Kent, Baker. Pet July 23. Roche. Oct 
30 at ll. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 

He:nming, Wm Thos, Banbury-rd, South Hackney, out of business. 
Pet Oct 10. Roche. Oct 30at 11. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Hops, Hy, Grafton-rd, Mile End, Fish Dealer, Pet Oct 8. Pepys. 
Oct 27 atl. Steadman, London-wall. 

Izzard, Jas Wm, Royal-mews, Buckingham Palace-rd, Groom. Pet 
Oct 8. Pepys. Occ 29atll. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Jackman, John, Southampton, Grocer. Pet Octl0. Pepys. Oct 30 

“ atil. Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st, Ficet-st. 

Keck, John, Strand, Licensed Victualler, Tet Oct 10. Pepys. Oct 
30 at 12, James, Eiy-pl. 

Keith, Bezer Richmond, Newton-ter, Westbourne-grove, American 
Banker. Pet Oct 9. Pepys. Oct 29 at 1. Head, Martin’s-lane, 
Cannon-st. 

Machin, Wm, Hatcham-ter, Old Kent-rd, out of employment. Pet Oct 
9. Pepys. Oct 29atl. Pope, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Newman, Jas, Kent-st, Borough, out of business. Pet Oct1l). Roche. 
Oct 30 atil. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney-wick. 

Parker, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 8 Pepys. Oct 30 
at l2. Scott, Chancery-lane. 

Pearson, Joseph, Balaciava-rd, Bermondsey. Pet Oct 8. Pepys. Oct 
29at12. Godfrey, Basinghall-ter. 

Phillips, Wm, Prisoner for Lebt, London. Pet Oct 28(for pau). Pepys. 
Oct 29 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Pierotti, Mary Ann, Maveiock-ter, Westbourne-grove, Milliuer. Pet 
Oct 7. Pepys. Oct2?7 at il. Rodwell, Edgware-rd. 

Maggots, Joseph Hendy, Minories, Cierk, Pet Oct 8. Oct 29 
ati2. Leonard, Gracechurch-st. 

Richards, Edwd Cooper, Alfred pi, Old Kent-rd, Rug Manufacturer. 
Pet Oct 5. Pepys. Oct23at 1, Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington, 

Stevens, Wm John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 7 (for pau). 
Pepys, Get 29at!!. Dobson, Colemazest, Mile End. 

Surridge, Philip, Bing’s Langley, Hertford, Hay Dealer. Pet Oct 9, 
Pepys. Oct 29 atl. Boyden, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Taylor, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 8 (for pau). Pepys. 
Oct 29at 1. Biddies, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Tet, Geo Josepli, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 8 (for pau). 
Pepys. Oct 29 at12. Waetson, Basinghall-st. 

Tiibury, Jobn,& Wm Hy Carter, Portsdown-rd North, Maida-vale, 
Ridicg Masters. Ver Octs8. Oct 29ati2. Birch & Gorton, Fur- 
nivai’s inn. 

Tomkins, Wm, Shefford, Bedfordshire, Dealer. 
Oct 29 at 12. Lewis, Gt Mariborough-st, 

“We'ch, Geo Fredk, Upper Tollington-rd, out of business. Pet Oct 10, 
Pepys. Oct 30 at i2. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney-wick. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Adams, Nathanie!, Luton, Bedford, Bcot Dealer. 
Luton, Oct 20 at 10. Bailey, Luton. 

Ara.itage, Geo,Lancaster, Bed Maker. Pet Oct 5 (for pau). 
Lancaster, Oct 23 4612. Johnson & Tilly, Laucaster. 

Bake Hy, & Ches Bake, Halifax, York, Slaters. Pet Oct 10. Rankin. 
Ha ifax, Oct 46a 10. Thomas, Halifax. 
Beaumont. Holosd, Elland, York, Betcher. Pet Oct 10. Rankin. 

Halifax, Oct 20 at 10, Jubp, tulifex. 


Birm, 


Pepys. 


Pet Oct 8. Pepys. 


Pet Oct 7. Austin. 


Dann. 


i 
Birkett, Jacob, Lpool, Comm Merchnt. Pet Oct 5 (for pau), 
Lancaster, Oct 23at12. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 
Bradley, Richd, Birkenhead, Chester, Butcher, Pet Sept 11. Lpool, 
Oct 23 at12. Best, Lpool. 
Bradshaw, Matthew, Salford, Lancaster, Dealer in Beer. Pet Oot 19, 
Hulton. Salford, Oct 24 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 
Brambles, Wm, Scarborough, York, Greengrocer. Pet Oct 12. Leeds, 
Oct 26 atl. Spirett, Leeds. 
Brown, Edward, Langford, Bedford, Butcher. Pet Oct 9. Hooper, 
Biggleswade, Oct 80 at 10. Barker, Biggleswade. 
Carr, Swanson Bell, Hull, Butcher. Pet Oct 9. Phillips. Kingston. 
upon-Hull, Oct 26 at tl. Chester, Hull. 
Chapman, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj Sept 18 (for pau), 
Palmer. Norwich, Oct 26 at ll. Atkinson, Norwich. F 
Coombs, Geo, Pilton, Miller. Pet Oct 10. Lovell. Wells, Oct 24 at 12, 
Hobbs & Seal. 
Coppinger, John Murray, Redcar, York, Photographer. Pet Oct 9, 
Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Oct 24at 11. Dobscn, Middlesborough, 
Craven, Jas, Leeds, Blacksmith. Pet Oct 7. Marshall. Leeds, Oct 29 
at 12. Carr, Leeds. 
Davison, Thos, South Shields, Durham, Coal Trimmer. Pet Oct 7, 
Wawn. South Shields, Oct 24 at 3. Duncan, South sheilds. 
Denbigh, John, Leeds, Commercial Traveller. PetOct 12. Leeds, 
Oct 26at1i. Cariss & Tempest, Leeds, 
Dixon, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18. Fardell, 
Manch, Nov 3 at 11. 
Fawkes, Marmaduke, Lutterworth, Leicester, Bootmaker. Pet Oct 3, 
Gates. Lutterworth, Oct 22 at-1. Cowdell, jun, Hinckley. 
Fix, Wm, Warminster, Wilts, Shopkeeper. Pet Oct 9. Fussell. War- 
minster, Oct 26 at 12. McCarthy, Frome. 
Pet Oct 8, 


Funnel!l, Hy Williamson, Brighton, Sussex, Greengrocer. 
Evershe Brighton, Oct 27 at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 

Graham, Alex, Darlington, Durham, Tea Dealer. Pet Oct 5. Cowes, 
Darlington, Oct 23 at 10. Steavenson, Darlington. 

Grant, Jas, Farnham, Surrey. Pet Oct 7. Hollest. Farnham, Oct 26 
at 12. White, Guildford. 

Harfield, Abraham, Treforest, Glamorgan, Pawnbroker. Pet Oct 6. 
Spickitt. Pontypridd, Oct 2iat 12. Thomas, Pontypridd. 

Holden, John, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18.  Fardell, 
Manch, Nov 2 at Ll. 

Horibin, Saml, Westbromwich, Stafford, Retail Brewer. Pet Oct 7, 
Watson, Oldbury, Oct 30atll. Jackson, Westbromwich. 

Isacke, Jas John, Gloucester, Brush Manufacturer, Pet Oct s. Wilde, 
Bristol, Oct 23 at 1!. Cooke, Gloucester. 

Jakeway, Wm Hy, Manch, Provision Dealer. Pet Oct 8. Kay. Manch, 
Nov 3 at 9.:0. Cobbett & Co, Manch. 

Kenney, Wm, Landport, Hants, Baker. Pet Oct7. Howard, Ports 
mouth, Oct 27 at li. Ford, Portsmouth. 

Lapworth, Zachariah, Brighton, Sussex, Coach Builder. Pet Oct 6, 
Evershed, Brighton, Oct 24at1l. Runnacles, Brighton, 

Litherland, Wm Hy, Manch, Timber Dealer. Pet Oct 2. Fardell, 
Manch, Oct 26 at 11. Leigh, Manch. 

Malins, Geo, Little Kimble, nr Aylesbury, Buckingham, Bootmaker. 
Pet Oct 9. Watson. Aylesbury, Oct 27atl0. Claske, Aylesbury, 

Manby, Geo, Leeds, Wholesale Ironmonger. Pet Oct2. Leeds, Oct 
26 atitl. Hardwick, Leeds. 

Mathews, Wm, Bedwas, Monmouth, Grocer. Pet Oct 9. Roberts, 
Newport, Oct 27 at 1. Morgan, Cardiff. ‘ 

Moughton. Jas Harding, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj Sept 17, 
Gt Yarmouth, Oct 26 at 12, Chamberlin, Gt Yarmouth, 

Niel], Thos Wood, Rusholme, nr Manch, Foreman. Pet Oct 5 (for pau). 
Dunn. Lancaster, Oct 23 at 12, Rawlinson, Lancaster. 

Parkes, Wm, Westbromwich, Stafford, Journeyman Fitter. Pet Oct 7. 
Watson. Oldbury, Oct 80 at 11. Jackson, Westbromwich. 

Parsons, Wm, Dawley-green, Salop, out of business. Pet Oct 9, 
Madeley, Nov 4at 12. James, Wellington. 

Rowlands, Edwin, Abergele, Denbigh, Butcher. Pet Oct 10. Sisson. 
Rhyl, Nov 4 at i0. Roberts, St a oe 

Stears, Thos Wm, & Johu Stears, Kingston-upon-Hull, Engincers. 
Pet Oct 10. Leeds, Oct 28 at 12. Wilson & Burkinshaw, Alfrewn. 

Stebbing, Zachariah, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Painter. Pet Oct, 
Collins. Bury St Edmunds, Oct 28 at 11. Salmon, Bury St Edmunds, 

Thayers, Jas, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Fisherman. Pet Oct 8. Leeds, 
Oct 28 at 12. Garrett, Hull, : 

Tolton, Wm, Bruntingthorpe, Leicester, Butcher. Pet Oct 9. Hill. 
Girm, Oct 28 at 12. Harvey, Leicester. 

Ulett, Chas, Newport, Monmouth, Bell Hanger. Pet Oct 6. Roberts. 
Newport, Oct 27 at I. Lloyd, Newport. 

Ward, David, Brighton, Sussex, Carpenter. Pet Oct 8. Evershed, 
Brighton, Oct 27 at 11. Runnacles, Brighton. 

Warren, Hy Edwd, Longford, Warwick, Victualler. Pet Oct 7. Kirby. 
Coventry, Oct 27 at 3. Homer, Coventry. : 

Whiteley, Wm, Norland, York, Mechanic. Pet Oct9. Rankin, Hali- 
fax, Oct 30 at 10. Norris & Forster, Halifax. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posais tor Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities, 


m Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
‘orm :— 


SOCIETY, 


FrorosaL ror Loan om Moptaaces, 
Date...... 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 
Amount required £ 
Time und mode of repayment (i. ¢., whether fur a term certain, or by 
Ginual or other payments) 
Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build= 
ngs, siute the net annual income) 
State what Life Policy (if any) is propaged to be effected with the 
Greshain Office in connexion with the security, 
By order of the Board, 
¥. ALLAN CURTI3, Actuary and Seeretary- 
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